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3?%r 
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^ ^ 3IT^ 3RTO t I 


2919 GI/2009 


(1) 






TH E GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ 

#7 an^^MiftTjor ^ 31 2005 ^ cTT?#h (w) l^rr i 

^ ^rrapJpff '-M ^ vsct^'ia T5T ^:- 

(i) , TcT? f^R t 

(cf;'), 'SxJTeH 3l1^ yRnft 3nS <J^ sfR ^ ^ C^cprl’T 3T?l^ ^ 

Tritff ^7^^ ^fjk^ (siTr^Mt^t) ^gtosit ^ 7#^, ^ 3j^, 

(?sj), ■‘j^ ?rT?#H 3 r 1^ ^ ^ ?nfr^ ^ 30 

^v crraRWi ^ c^R'id (311^#^) ^ f^t^TTf. f^nW, 

oft^ w c^ ?n^#ai 

(ii) ^ (8 ^ Sfcri^ d^4) ^) "^0 40.80 '<5>^'? ^ 3rTO^ ^ ^5^TnH 

^ ^ 3TT>i'j^t#t?t ^ 6't^wRd I ofqTB^ '5^'^ 

FWt'Ti^^i ^ Rjf^'ia '3TRf>7 eHTcT TTlf^ % I 

(ill, 414 ^ Tiri, y^te ^ 5 ytei ^ 3^^5ty 

■^0 96 (^eRpi (1-04-2004 T? 3i|t<lRi^) ^ ciif^cf? cTT5#R ^ ^ i 

3|K vift#( ft ^ ^#Wft ty^STT ^ ^ ^ ^ 3Tfclf^ 158.5 ^ 

3^3^ T? d i4 ^>}iJ i^ y^ 5 y^ ^ yK 30 ylcRRi ^ ^ 3i#3 ">50 i yf^ y^f yf^^ # 
yi^ y? m Mm\ ynyyri 

(iv) . eTT^^fmr^ ^ 3[f^ ^frycT WRT ^ 33.3 yto^T ^ yi^y 3miK ^ 

y^yi ?tyT 1 ^ yi^f, 2005 y^^ f^-Pi^?il ^ 3 t^^ y^jcy yf^yeR ^ yft tor dRyr 1 

(v) , y^ di^'f^'H^idi ^ 352 8«itdRd yR^ ^ yft y^fyn ^ ^yrar wi 

yR ^ t sfk yry cry sny^Mt^t y^yr yy yy> t 3nf#?fl^tTfRci ^ wf^Pi^Pki y^ ! 

(vi) , ^ ^ ^ m 400,000 ^ y^fyy yR^ ^ str^M^ yy 

Ftyi yf^ 3TRyff#^f ^ yyicRT y5t di'^<a ^ 6 y^ y^ Tryrf^ "5^ yy 

^ yyrcTT t! 

(vii) . 3rRyM^ yftynyyT sryl^ y5t m. ^ yry y? f^y^ Ftyi 1% y? w ^ yyr 

f^Pii^ki dT?#HyiyT ^Ki^y arfcfTjf^ yy^ ^ dr^^fKMT yy ^OT^yR e'WiciRy yR ^ 1 

(viii). yd #3 Mi^ ~<^ ^ yrPR ^ ^ srcfty sdtery y^ y^ y§t sryl^ ^ f^ 3yf#^r^ sfR 

syyyM^ sn^yjWtyd yRT wra yyrdd y^ 3 T^i# tm t i 

(ix). (yj). 3rf^M ^ cy i ^ffl fty^ yyrd^ y^ ^smr ^ m^, ym eoo ^ ^ 

spyl^ yef epyi^ yidfyry ^ yyfyr vsyyyR sfR aiHdisfr ^ yyiy y^ yny^ 1 



3n^#M ^ ifW ate smm'iit ^WTi I 

(X) («). 3 nj#M -ffljg ^ ’h^ gl»ra ^w f l^ eo ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ an^aftM^ ^ ar^ fern ^ 

30 nRma qst ^ ^ 3I#T w 1/- iJfii Hfitirf ^ ’inp ^ -f? ar^Kti 

W. aif?if^ ^ {101^) 5«=ra fiRTO * fin! 

5^ 5 4 fK 30 nfiiTO ife 3i#i w 2S/-am ipt’fte^ <1* fiara^ ^ n--; 

3J|«jf^d vin^l 

^ TR 10 ^ 3n^’ft t! 

^ sraicPi ^ ^ 1^ 25 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3^^) 8000 3Bt1^ 

q$t ^?pT^ ^‘T?^ ^ WIT I 

I ^ WRd ^ ^ ^ 5^ ^ ^ 

it3i^ ^ 8 ^ 6 ^ ^ 3fte^ 3ra1^ ^ t S! 

Ssirsrii»sr»s,^nt.^ 

^ ^ aJt W ^ ^ «f^ ^ 

wm to wn ^3rt^ ^ ^ ip Tj^ cl?m ^ 3T^ «^T) 


(xi) . 

(xii) . 


(i). 


(ii). 


5# aw, an^oft#* 4 nfMoHT ani^ 


, ^ 1 ^ i* aaftfi, ^ * a,^ n,. ^ ^'f ^ ^ 

rfe T^ 3r^to ^ ^ ^ 


2005 ^ 31 ^ 


2007 ^ 31 2008 ^ 

fgT«R 2005 ^ ^ 2008 




ji^ aRimtcT am fig ^ 10% # 


gsjH ^ ^i 31^ ^ 8%^fe_^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 50% ^ 

^ ^ _ _ _ _—- 


, ^ qp, an^ ^ 145 sm 17 a^qq. 2006 4 am * waa it ari^ fi-n ™ 

^ ^ ^gcTT 31 ^ 2008 c!^ ^ ^ sft I 

iij^/M/MM^an^^tMiiei fiafoi i72009 sm 30 firaw 2009 tto fiRaifia M 

CTqgra,^aS^fiaR>i3a4 2008 STOiRkia^ 
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4 , 2 . ^icH m ^Tcn I”. . 

(‘■f’). elFlcI fc)4^iJT 


(i). 


(ii). 




’ 3rfpr 2005-06 >fi 20C7 08 ^ tc^C; 


'h'^ SlfvjM 


1 yy 

1 

i 

i 

insraiw ” 


ofRf 

(?>o cfRaf 4) 

2005-06 fyiwRich) 

i 

201178 


"“6143 

2006-07 (c|f'{-af^ch) 

1 

226171 


- --—y- 

2007-08 (cjmif^) 

r 

253761 


.“7788 

2008-09 (srpyPR) 

1 

285059 ■* 


.3S38 

r 2009-10 (^TiyiPfcT) 

j 

337126 

9579 

2010-11 (3Fpyf^rcf) 

_1 

448594 

---L 

Tm? 


^ 2007-08 ^ ^ ii flTvrrf f^V^f 4 3^^^rT qf^^rqf^^f ^^0 76.11 

f I ^ 2008-09 3fR 2010-ri cVpT ?n| ^m^-] -Titi p^ni q^ii 11 

eTF?#F ?Tm ^ :?TcIRcn^ ^ ^ Wf #x U^eR 76 M 

2009-10 ^ yf^'fnrfc^ c^ ^o 975 RTir'^ tpt yfriiy f^yi 1 1 


sfi^uFicflqX'ei ^ f%in t cjraRWT TTTie ^ -^i Piyf”! 1 qpraft 2003 

^ tor 2TT 3fk 2009 57^ T^cRt ^ ^ 11 

(ill). 4lv^c;) y^?66 w [fiYT ?T%el ttttt efFTTT f^>Rf f^'eifei';i r,f-?.rf^ ^(ffT f:- 


(^0 47^ 

——- 

(yyrcfy opy 
^ %) 

(^0 ^) 

Sft^/EJRT 
(iRTlcTy 31Ty 

4> r % ) 

sfi^y/qi'TT 
(7^0 •47?)^ 4) 

arffir^y/ yrei 
(yyi?R 3iry | 
44 %) 

(2008-09) (2008-09) 

(2009-10) (2009-10) 

(2010-11) (20010-11) 

5.87. 1 7% 

(-)148,71 i -154% 

-153.13 1 -130% 


(^), 

(i). ^ ^ ywif^n cff) t yftf^ f^TRcm t;~ 


1 2008 ^ 31 4(4 2009 ^ 

25 % ^ 

1 3 T^ 2009 ^ 31 4 t 4 2010 cFP 

25 % 

1 3 nJcT 2010 31 yr^ 2011 ery^ 

25 % j 


3TI7rrcT cfT^ c^ f^^ff cp) 7 f^'f ^ T}?,T7P7 3 f^-i ~<fri^ c, 6 T y^^Ucf f^ 7 i|T t [ 


(iiiy ywTP ^ (ycR 7f5t wf 7^ -st^) yRci 2007 

^ 20 yf^^ ^ yRcpf^ 11 ci^irf^r, yor^ ftiy^iRTi c^ 

^TjtqR ^ ^ ty y^iyfr 7F5KT ^ 11 STcf: i 

^0 30 yf^ ^ '^9i7p' cRj^ y^^nflcT ^ 11 


^ '311 ^^.^cTiijlyci ^ yy f^yfcp 27 2008 ^rt 3r^)Er f^yy i]7n [^ vsyic^ gR] cnf^r?i y^ffiy fi^ vfcyTl 

tR j 3nfyfl6^t4]yc6 ^ XRI f^Rfcp 1 2008 ^ Smi yf^^RJ i)TiTl § ! ^ ^171 

^ yy 3fR ^ yy Ty^'Rff cpy ^tr nff^Tcpiy;^^ %y f:. 














FTTt gm ^grs ^ SFH _ 

(#3TtM) ^ ^ |3n stt, 

^J? ^ 3ja;kT *l|yJ,^T 

(3it?vM^)^ ?pr^?r^ 

th^ q? ^rnfWte cRhc^ (sfT^^fM^) ^ 

^ 11 ____ 

^ ^ yi'ii^'fj y?jc«n 

^ 3nM^ to 

^ 3(2?fe 3n#M ^ 

HTfRT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t! ^ to?T 3n^^»5to ^>rf ^ ^ ^ 
^ 3fk cTO WTrSTt ^ ^ ITKT 

tor w g^Ti _ 

to^T ^ 1 2008 

^ 25 ytocT ^ yit HFT t "sfr 

gny^ytet y? ^ to I ^ 

c^ 1^ to yyr crnRT fto^ yM^wr 
^ to to ^ sr^yito to to 
eim torfT ti y? "toyt tofrto ^ 
torgto ^ to t ^ ^ ?tof^ 
^ ^ f 1 


'f* siTte S 3(i4<lliia 
^ antoto ^ ywy ^ ^ 

^rRTT£{ ^ toyfi tor yn^ to antoto ^ 

to tol^ sR?m yrtof tor ynyi 
3nto^^ yTHTwyy ^ y^tot ^ ^ to 
^ ^ftoyT ^ to yto to to to y^rny 
efpm to ly ^ to 

ciitor yry ^OTT11 


(to. yr^ ^ to ^ tototro ^ 
anto^ ^ f^toto to torayr tj J? 
^ yryy ^ toy ^ sn^^toto^ 

^ yxn^ «R ^ tor y^ i^ttotot 

afty antototo ^ tor ly WR 
gt^j^y ^ tot to ato^ ^ 

cfitotor ?NT antotot afR antotot ^ 
yyitot to ar^to ton 11 




- sn^toto ity^ j y^T ymw _ 

'iip^^'faM'^to^r '^' ^ 

t to<^ arRtotot ^gto ato 
ato^tttot ^fton ^ toarttoft ^ toy y?^ to 
c^ Rry ^rrnr nni 11 ?yrf^, y? yrymto tot 
n? yrtory^ yycrm to yy toy tof ^ t? i 

^ yilto^ ^ ^^~tocr ?i cto, y^ito 
#T tot to yrto ato^ to to, antotto ^ 

! ^yry to ar^yny an^toto^ yRtoynn to ftoj Rftor yyynfto 
I SIT! ?yr^y, an^toM #?n to tolton cmito 

iR ^y^ yy yyy i 


ycny to yrw cp^toyr to^ arjfny. 2009 to arn ny^ 
yRtoopn to ^ to to Rry yrcnyyryy to am ttotor 
fcfjy to to yf^vM 11 

, to f^-ftototof to ^ 2 . 9.11 tojtoy antotorf fto^or 
t ttomto ^ yyn t fto yf ttoto tocr yyr^ ^ ^ 
y^TT ftoto?T RymcT y^ to aitoy yiKicnato to ar^yny to to 
fto anyafiy^ -to ymr wynT nto to ^ snrm 
vTMtoR inT aif^ y to nto to i 

y? ^ (to Rym tor yyr to fto f^-Rtoto to ai^ 
Rntota ^ yy yttoyy toy^ yRtoto^ to ^ ftoy 
to to cnto'9 to yryr w to y ito RmW to -^i 
airtotototoyci to toyj?T y^ Wy^ tto?TT-ftototo to tomy 
1 ton? yij ^ycT ttoy^ to ar^yny 92 yta to amiyy) 
to yyto to Rry 25 yfto?r?r yto-yy-yto ^ w 

yyyny itonr to 1__—- 

■ i3yte Rrto^to antiR yy, anltoM^ ^ rrmry 
yt^ y^ Wy^ f^-ftototo to ar^my toi fiR 
tto^ to y^yr?, yif^ry?^ ?yT^ ^toy^ 

I 25 aitoci 2008 to an^ yy yrtosn ^ y^ 1 1 
r y? to ftotoyy itom to tto toto ^ y#^ to 
[ to fto yyynftoi totnn ^ anytototo wtato to 
I y^ yyryr to to ^sjy> y^^ 1^ yryiyry ftonr 

yy yry^m to tofto ar i jtoto to to ^nyynf^ yyicry'^ 
toto yyi ^ totori yi? anytototo atoy 

gi i jto^ yyTcTto to ton artto^ ^ yn ^ 
to yr^Hci to ito antotototo to cffe airtotototo ymeito 

to toto yy to y>i tof^ci to vjrntot 1 _ 

r ^ Hfe tot to tto tonh ym^^wyto^to yy. 
? czrryynte yyi^li to yy^, 2009 to antototototo 
to toto to ^jrtoty toi anytototo ^ ari^tttotojryr^ to 
^-ynsT yfito yyyto to 1 ^ antotototoj^r to Unm y^ 
^ to yRy>i^ rmRiRryi ^ to toyy yto tonr 1 


anytototto to 


^ totoyy to I y^ 
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^ 

j 'fPEi ^ ijH 3rjpR ^ 

..ir ^ 


' e frniT '^rni^TiR 


^ef ~S ^ ^rcT ^li 


tr, - ^ 3!it«fr€!#r« m aw^ m; cfef,^ui 4 ,tt 

,7 i ’TOT «I I #3»a ^ >T3( fir-fW 18 qrfn-4 2008 SW TORI t ft 

^ ^ 200^-10 C^ 3rcFI-3(er'r cjttW <T)Tf 

3-R.fUfia ^ g-^fr ar^ I)r ^ ^ 

sr^T^/ EiTjr wm^ ^ i; t]v ^ 3 ^ 1 ^ f^^r 

'^V i ^ ^ ^n^^cTliJlv'ef cf^t y-^eFrf ‘c^ t) ^crj=g^ 2009 cfcf> 

FT'! ? I 


n, ^ ^ g^rr^FTf ^ ^ ^ c^j-crstt 

mV Tf?iT^a}7 gT%?T yRgrcf Tyy^y^i M ^ an I 

3nT^ gg,- anroM^ ^ vi^) ^ f^ riirt sik 

cpt 3i?FT-3T?FT gR<^ ^ erFRT ^Pltl f^ajRt ^ an^iR tr 3fR3fMfet 

^ rr^T,' g^jcg) 'Rr -(R i 

' ^'PK y%?TT ^ anfaft^nfnr^ ^nr g'^ng #3f!nM figg vWgVcf^aff/xjgrit^ 

^'fftTR!i?Fn fMWt ii ar^f^ w ani ^wrn^Trart/vjgqRfvTT aRft%[^i^ gRj 

fe'pf’^RTT ^ g%fe ^ c^ ^ ^ 3T^ ^ afti an^c^WivcT ^ arr^ gi 

amlf^j?Rf appff (MW i\ 


8 . gw ^ ^STT ^ afmR ir, anfufra^ ^ ^ gg 23 an-cr^ 2009 gm W{^ j^^aii g^ 
affM^T ?|;ggT/^RMgRq g^r a?^ f^ w stt ] ggjf gRi ^dig gg tj©j gg^ ^U'l ^ gg f;_ 


gj/'H. 

WfJ\k gm WP? gg g?g 

1 . 

'(iiHM; 

( 1 ) 

^6 cf)xd ^g ant^ld'lcl'] ^ t^yfi cngg, ygi^g cggg, argcn, aim ^t^F-r 3 F?aft^M ^ ggicgg '{^ 

f^r^g g? glggeg ^izn t ijsrcn ciFm flwT afr? gRnf^ agF;jf)>!M ^ gn gg)' gif^^ 

gR ^fg gen aiRutxik^ ^ ggrarg {aigk gg^gsr 2009) -a^g tl aiit^^nefycfl kig aggg fkcRTJf afR 

gggH gigrfkcn gaft Higg, ggrarg ernrg arik g^ -cn\k §g arani -^ gT%R g^-k guig 

^afi^ieff ^ gg g^, kni an f^ efrgg ait^ aiKuil'^ilcfl aieif^g PlglMu gg gfcRgg aTcFT- 3 f?m 

ggg’ afk aTcTn-angg ggifg grig 1 

( 2 ). 

cTTgi,i sht g(Wg. yRl 4 Rg arfeg^ anaiR g? 2007-08 gRgfkcn ai^^gmg gr^i aftei 2008 ^ 

^>( 7 ^ 2008 3 ^c^^?^ ^ f^g giRTf^ giargig, amn/egg gag Mkrg afl^ angn 2009 ^ gr 4 2009 ^ 

ar^grgf aiFTR gg gg 2008-09 ^ RrmcT f^-gnf g^ arE^RH gRt gkoTFfFRog, gk angggEP 
ar^cufl ggf arjgR grgrgtkRT g^ 1 

( 3 ). 

xRiiiaig y^i^c'<n k?i!--t^'^a( kf^rf<fe g^g^ f 1 % g?]^ 'atgrggjgi gj g-xRl deikfi^g gr^^g ?Vfl 

gif^ i e^gr ^i[gTgg>tfi Ftr g^ifg aftg dRgd g> ggcig f^tgigg c^ giR-ngg afl^ geff^t^g 

^FRt ^ gg? f^wigg gi tnleMigg gggrf^ g^ I g 7 gfgg)?n ^gnflgglf g?! ggni-i ^ gRTg^^t g?jFg5 gg'l gj^ 

5 ni^ gR*-^ gic^t mff g gnf^d ter anni | 


I'^d.ikf/dFFT f^i^tJy; 

(1). 

jRT gTt^cn.:u| :\ s{^^ sn^ ^ 19 f^FFgg 2008 afk 

clgg^nfr/ 55 / 2008 -ggg^ 3 irt^ fkgfg^ 30 2008 # gigg? arggi t g^ ggrcFn gRi arf^er grai 

ck ^#FR gR^ krg ant?T A ww e^mr ^ wf A 'grar ^ gkg? d^tgd 

f^fgts (ggggan^^^kl) gg g?^ Mfkf f^gr 11 an^ufktifkef nrgg) mgr amir? g^ arg^ dkpd ^ 

g^ arig g?^’ I 

|J_ 2 ). 

STH'dl: ■ ■ ■■"■■ 

(i). 

arggrs g^cg> R^n-I^^'?fi c# anjdHg^-i ^ f^ftg gpTeP/^ cpi ar^^^r g^g |g 
^ i g^/dfer ^ ggf^ f^ mf g> ggdrgR gfdiRg^ d ^gm, gf^ g^ d g^r 

ai 1 f^ ggig ggry g?I f I 










(3). 


( 4 ). 


(i). 


(ii>. 


(ii). ^ 

^ ^ 3rgfe 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 ^ — 


(iii). 


(V). 


3fR OTlfeT ^ 

MRtpd^ ^ 

MT<lci’^ cli^ld: - _ 

s "r,'st^ ir*-«.-^ * ■*« < 


>1 HIVI'M 'I' !'’• % • .. 

(ay ynjatsrtaa sra aam fey ay fe afe 

ItlSlS.^'ty'SifS-« —a yfe a... -fe * - 

!SS 1 ±'J r.f*” * i lfe% ljijjiM"i!-^ 

^3TT^q >^ xticH cil^l^- ___—-- 

(qs), ^ tITO 

4 a,^. . .. *. * >^ »«• U“ tlSfiCy* * ™ r 

(^5). 3 ^^ 3 I^OT eTFri 

ai^aifeJiya life ^ 

SSr/rAlf „ a y^ „ * « 


t^ttnmT yTcT^n«ni 'o V A f v. . , ,™- 


^---■ . ^ rrrlr^n^ '^ TT^ ^ ^ 

■ ' ___—-- 

_ 

- -s;;r ^ iia aj 2008-09 ;i; tcn; ^0 98 ai^ ^ a-i^ ^ anm^l^i 

^ ^ ^ ^ ft,! ^0 286 cns <R am aiRH 

^rdt I ^ 2009-10 ^ 1^ ^0 ^ _ 

3 iraH 4 j^‘ 


(vi). 


3 R otrn: 
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I VTO trera CSCTI ft 3 ,^ 7 -^^ aiftbftij! .) 5 »r ouu »-;i ft^, ji ,4' 

i ^“^“4 ^4^006-07 ara-ft ftsif^i-r ar^,-, .ft) .,4 2007-08 ^ feo sra [ 

- ,'. ' Z ^''-' "'^' cteiaffsii ipnom, (if) 3ii‘ 2no7-'i« .f ft,, u^u # 1 

i ™ Wflifcl iP 7 it m STTir^ft, Tf) fff?t lift ri,Tl 7 I i 

^ !!17 aftji^wfta 5171 bwh srftefti i; tnp-i ftij ft t)?! =!7<r 3 n 7 -,ft,ftfv j-.^.,,,.;', ,,,)< ayiM^fT^t 

, ,ft ffft-r ft| 3 ,-) 2:00,; a a,,^^ , I 

: -^7 '<’7 ami, ft ft 3,2^0 ,1,7 aft ofravftM ira, sofft.^a giiraft « ft,;- i* I 

■ .mrf Tioift ft, arftft aift tR [ft,,^ ift, aRftftft aft wiftfraa i ft 5m I 

i (ii,). 47 artftfti if ftft,, ft ft ft ftft iop, 5 ,, , 

j (®) srf^ter T^^ wdzj %R}ijn- 

I ■' ■ 

! !*"> ^ ^ 7ft ftv sift 3fe 5ft fft WI Tiy ftft uraan w 

j 

j ^ ’f'JT ® aft 1(14 5ft [ft 55T 55 ,;cH! ft) 5Itfl 

i iiii,, i\ ft -in ftfft afta ft gw aft ara nf5i«i ft 2008 - 0 ° ft 20 , 0-11 ft 

I a.jift ft -flm ja aaiii 2005-00 ft 2007-08 ft ft -^rfi;, 5-5 ft fto fft ^rt'tkwj ftt ara 
I (^RtffcTcfj/ cf^?T ’<'4]cf>K 7T7TT 11 

) 

I (R). aftRi j^/awa^<fti#R; nrasaa w ftaft ftft 55 5;^ ftrft ft) jainf <77 aaft w ft -<rai 

I e^3f -cb ^ qt^^K^RT ^ I 

f 

I (q), 3i|vjci'f-rM w f^dln/RrlST^I CJTTI: 

aftft)^ gra aragaM ft) af ftR/iaftw ftaiof) aft, 7j7afi ftaia) 511 aaio-R ,w a? 74, Hgia 
^ ^X-) a: ft, aivr aTftf fta ijftft) ft 7 m ^i; trit ft) ftfft ip4 ft 775,) ij j,™.,, 

(vii). |_^^*?T^iFf: ” ----- 

2-i TFjfft’ftfti) 

'3 wr, ^jfr ^ ?>, -cpT w!^ -^'i\^\ 

H 2008-09 7^ 20 ^- 1 * a^'R^co aft amjift- ft aw ,7 07 oft 2005 - oo 7 ) 2007 - oo ft aftra wti 
4 ^Tijrt ™ aftaWft ft 4 T fj iffftftfti) aft aft)-aft 7 >a gRi ara ft) aif afiftjqlftiqf ft wft •) 

qqu vrm^ I ^ Ijar^ T^crp^ g^ 33 f|^ I 

“—'- 

2007-08 2010-11 C^ q^cfj C$ t^)7 

«ilRl I - 


(viii). 


(3)- _ fqTjfer ^5^; 


^cT qRvi’ijfaiqt; 


j_j^q))^ 2 ^oo 9 -iQ ^ ^qm feq rft c^ ^ qq^rf w 262.51 qRfe c^ sJI-^ M’ 










( 6 ). 


(7). 


^St ?ws iSra sd?’w3 ai^/toa'ai5if7Sir51' <1^ 

^ ^ ITRT ^ aft*^ ^1 ^ 1 

w 3n^#ait t fet; route te^it rote mm Itei?! ??ih!i wt ^ ot1?i ^ <r{hh f«t «5 

atlBR 'T! 3fh! «WI aT#M if 'ffS’W ffeTO-): -=l5! Sg^f^t tft ^ ^fR' ''™''' 

* A 3t4^ roraxt A tewro afr; ^if airoWcft A roiraw « xiwR^i 

^TT^ ^ ^ ^ 4 ^5TWT t i 

fTT^ cn5#FT ^ ^ 3r^i^ 5.1. (^.) ^ ^ qre ^ ^ 

#jfnM ^ #T ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

am^ y^ ^ 3 n#M 4 wr t j ^ a?^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 3 trtM^ McT^ »na ^ ^ t afhf 

flr^ 1^t w«e 

- anMMy^ ei i ^^^>r^ Tcff ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3#ift€rttei xit te txssfte! fflf?t# afit Mtii ?mm te'iJ 3#^€l^sra te >n! ^iaR?R « 

?jiftii X? gfe )ft v!! te wi # 3 ittet SRT te ‘ixiaitef afo'lRt i!?i>! '# tel« agxR f i 

- #3fi« ?> ct) xtexfimit, #3ttM ^ ^ ^ wrx ^ 'rt^wfitei 

tet xte xs wi MRx'Miffitf t ^ 'p afl^ ^# 3 jWl€l SRi te slrrip « ajR tefi 

- xft an^iM^R #3fl^ wt xfWxM # iteOT w roro x« ^ f r(i ^ 

*j5^^RT ^ M'Hi^ 3nf^ ^ *j5^ i 

- !i<ra 4X> if ®.R. Ill te 2009-10 ^ xtet, tei ^ xo to fn® afR tef ^ 5 

4176 cn^ tel ?3ra xten ti ^ ^ tei te w ™ 

xRWifitef ^ telte t| Xlt S iff- RtecI TO ^ 5 OT * iltexfitef * ? 7 ! ip <R Xite tel 

ancn^ i 

(a), a? ^ tef! fin Mite <j^*fteteR#l^xw'i?fci:te^ qfttefitef w ft Mr text 
annn 1 iixMx terf te arax TM teR r?^ tea ^ ite tet I 

SciTSS ^ 4^ if wxri MX M «l 5 X tea | ^ Ste S ^fte 

teaxi xfif tel afR te 2009-10 ^ xR te tei xi ^ xte!i te 

^11 A ^ anMM if artte tte xte ^ ite Mte te agnft tete- 




jxpi M-Mit XX te 2.4.1 MM texn * te ^ fte 

aarate 5RI artte tetete ^ £ 

Lte Mn tei if arfte tet dfM f tet TOte tel ^ Mtxx 11 W tera ^ w 505 ^ 
HC»\II ‘XM _ ^ ^__ f. ctv rrrrfftr^ 77 I 7 T TFT .lirTTIPT pHR ® ^ fflqtnRcT 


TRIP® wn ^ ^ an^cT ^ . «, > ^ 


xroTte 1^07^8 A tte aiyntte iixtex aixtetjxgxgxSfgaxTteiteXtei 

3 n^ ^ TRJ^ ^ ^ ^ 


(a) te 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 A M Mfte A a^aiR Mte 

^ ^ #te^ atp^ ^ aixR xff ti aqxiM Mte fift aiR axteWlf 4 xx^ 

^ ^ aiT^ ^ 3 {^ ^ ^ 1 

(X) 5 R CR 5 xSt 3 Rte Xf fte, (2006 ^ fiw-imy 

Mte7ilMxx4ii|^wite^xteteante^lMte - 


2919GI/09—2 
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THEGAZE'rTEOF INDIA: EXTRAORDIN.ARY 


PARrIlI—SEC. 4 ] 


507 pjciG] I u!' 




'1 s f^ 


2009--10 (’iQUfx; ri^G Y lG,n 


4 'Y| iJVT cn A, 4) i;4r,; Da; oi['i cr 

q 5 f h\ 

'4 !| ^ U'tTi^tT ^'< SfTyr^i ^0 iNTco Y v;i<d /'^0^!a1^ 

i^Ki OlAjgp^vff yr<^ c??t aPPT ^'i 9xV’’0 >:>i '4'' EH 

^Hi^fviTiHiTttTT-M <t^' ^1 15 (XX) ^ ^ i\ ^fr ^41 i nyif^, ohoh u?'c^ 

q7l f^Tjl' ^1 31T^Gflcfiii!!Te! Yp{ i^Ha I'HR^Hl H 3i[^u! 

I-c^O '{'T y-Wi^ <ii 'OfR'ft 1 
... ..:, .,>$_, _____.!_1____ 

VY ^ fwi 4^ t^Jql 7 f^HT ^ cPf 3 ^ ‘fr'4;4i 

4: 0^ i! U^inri^T WeM ^ ^ -iHifY! Yfo04:f 3(;H 

•u- -q-pHo i'-iEnH'.." ttVhr, h? w< ftnr hhi s-ir % h'er fio-n '^r^i 

HI ^THx^T #134 sfcTlH E5# #1 3(#1I c^HrO §1 #3n'flcf' ^ in nlTK:; H ^ :^-:[ 

r-; t;: ■.iii#Hf40.;rTT^ tjH #j|i '^raf tl grr^r^^Y^i; H GTi^Hr;cii.n',fc4 gF;! 4!i%nT #3’ 


i ■•■ q >rGTri#1 GfltTIH #tnFR #HHT 3fk ^^m xlf^Hi 3lfH-#4 hHf’H # I 

I 3[p#-;iT t j 43^#4rn3lt ^ # 3T^ ^ #[#r ^\ 3li|\jM#fH H I 

#’47100 # tt™ f## tT#f ^ #r# 3ne^'r^ 4 f [ ijxi <m H[q?if 3 (r#M# 

IITGH# # ^ 1 #R#ffe[rT #r TW ^:- 

{ 4 )), m #fT ^ ijwfr qcfET, # 3 #M # HI # 11 

{^}. ^ 444 1 # ?qT iT^ 3 n####qd #t 3 F 4 M 4 aT #WJt # 4 r 3 nH' 4 #Hf 45# # 31^# #ti 
11 4# FT, # 44T 3n####0F! 4^ #### ^ 4^14 f#4T H'4T #>T4^ eTT^'l'lH] 44 c t54 #41 041 11 

(O) 4# 4? #44 3444## #I 4| f # 34M#fr4^ gT4 4T#I^^TT #0^1 051 4f4 mH # 4^ sYR-hY^ 

4<4# ^ #4? 44f 4^R4 c44'F4T t 4^ c#4 4i?^cT '4iH4T t I 

(4), 4f# u^> 34#M#4 r ^ gr#!^ 3[f#rr4t mi 4^ f^4r Rien C # %■ vj4#1' 

3#i4 4^^cT cR# 44 44^ #444# 44 3T^44 414T #41 #41 ## <f) #MI 041 § i 

(g ), 4F ^#1' RTOR 4F# # {#4 3P4 4#f#4l #t 3T^4# R# # #f4 # 44eW 4^^114 

f#TTo, 4f# ## #, ^'cirq' i 


( 5 ). ! OiHO OFF 4.2 4 > STffTR. 4 ?Jc 4 l ^^HTOO 4 R ‘44 ###444 F# 347 ORT 514 A olnR# ORH 4 

_# OKlTOElf ^ ^flil's^ ! ^^ 4 T Y'lY 4414^1 # Si\Y F^ 44 ei^ 4 R 414 1 

9. #3### 7i # F4r> 44 #414^ 23 4f44# 2009 ^4 3lf##44 7J44T/'74##400 #4# 44 3T^#4 f#4T 441 

241 #3f]## 4 FON 444 i' 07 44 f-^OTR 19 OJH 2009 ^T ^frRTR #41 241 F^Hx m 13"d[V 04 4?# 3fr7 T^sM-# 
# gf#4T4 #1 #cl cTrf#^T44^ t#4l 44T t:~ 



_ m 44 4?4 

HTTrltYqj cOYTTF RF # 3 fT#### 4 R F 4 #r?I 4 c 1 
?Rlf# 0#4 4 # 4 cf ( 34 ####) ^ 3 T 4 # 
WcT'T 4144 4#4T 31# #3l'4fl# #t 74#4 14 # 
cf#47 ‘e#4R (3TR##M) 43^4 FWidRcT 
4 # 4 T 44 # i 4 ? # 4414 #> 04 : 34 RM# 
3 fr 7 34 #M# ## ^ TTFFcT 447^4 
4114#, #4Tf# 4er4 ^ #4T 44T 11 


(cp). 3 TR 3 M# ^ 4 R^ 4 f ^ #Tq 

347\j?lcil#4cT c# 344f#T 42f c# dR# 4414 I 


34#5?t#ff44 ^ 44R7, 2009 4^^ FI^ '# TjnfT? § 1 
34#3f###4 # 4F # 4%f f#4I I f<4 oTlTHfRM 4 
3Tr#M# A #4444 c# TT## 4#44 #1 47# 1} 3-4 
eTO# 44 3r54R cT074i 441 t 31# 44 444 dcp’ 
3TT7##M 4#4l4T4T 74^4 3TT44frM4c1 ^ SlRrofTcf 4>I 
444#! 31T7##M qMuETT TTTFcT 3TT#jfl#Y#e1 ?T7T 
31 # 4#4 7 # 444# 1 


44F#4 4>7r7 # 345747 , 1800 #0 417474^ 
c# 44OT 7474141 4441 ti 74^# 1800 #0 4fe7RR 


si^hSih 
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(ii). 


(iii). 


(iv). 


(?g). ^ 3 

“dfel. ^ 6 isJ C^ 

^ CPT ?FTcI^ 3 Ti«i^ WT ti 

^af cf^ fcTcfTFB/t^nflW ^ ^ 

^ ^j^rgruT w/vi^r^ ^ 

clT^ ^ Wl ^ cliwf^ W"'?^ ^ 

tR^-cTR cffe^qre ^ efcmj 1 


2005-06 ^ 2010—11 ^ 3n4\jricri41vief 
HKT s™ ^ q^ 


^i 3Rm l^yr q^T I, 625 % ^ 

-cR^ 1 ^ f^£bTH 15-12-2007 ^ 

t^TjT lym an i Tirmmrl ^ ^ 

is’c^ ^ qRi^l^ 3 ^ PiHfeffe^T I’diyr '’Tm t-— j 

Wi (60) ^ ^ 

qR yinpTT sf^;^ 5.3. (n) (^ 

^ W t 3ft^ ^ ^ 

^ fWicifef f^ ^ 

(io) ^ sTj-td-cj 5.3. (^T) (ii) ^ w ojm^nftm 

qv qq 3 t^sq ^ ^ ^ 

1 ^ ^ n^'t qm ^ ^'RTTcif^i 

^nrn yrf^ sn^yM^l xrtjti ^ ^i^d f^n^ra ^ ^ 
c n^-Aiim ^ ifw 3ik ^ ^rnlt t cTt iR^nf^ 

^ ^ OTcTg? ~c>)>(qinT \Jllv;qi 


(V). 


3 in 1 ^ci ^ ^ I 

(^). cP^ w ^ 3 M^ ^ 

anqfeT/sn^rf^ ^ 

ip^ zi5t ^ 3r3^ ti ^ 

vjL|^ ^ ’ft ^ 1 

(n). arieffet/3n«lfet ^ ^ y^iil^ 

i^/^cp3tq w ^ 

a njv^^cn^i ’ cH ^ qrf^-^ q^ ^ ^ 
tn f^ qq ^ ^ 2008-09 ^ 201 0—1 1 ^ 

f^ q^ qf^ q’f ’?to ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^1 _ , — 

2008-09 3ft^ 2010-11 

in^ qq qrcnqrcT srjnrqq q^ 
feu^[iy|q f ^ I qtcTRcfq <P^'i'ft ^ 
cl^ 2009-10 3ftq 2010-11 ^ 644 

qfcm^ 240 gtcT^TcT ^ qfe qq 


iRTTq ^ 3Tfen. 3nt^»nq^ ^ ^ ^ (qqqr^) 
^ ^ qWr^ ^ qq ?#rTT^^ t, ^ q 

3 iRvj^)^ ^ q^ncH ^ ^ 

iSqcfST '■^Wj4 3Tq?RcpfT ^ "qraT, cf^ 2005-06 

2007-08 ^ 31K#M ^ 

11 2009-10 2010-11 ^ ^ w q 

iTb^ Wd to t t tor^ ^ 3 #?fra qn 
F^TTto nR ^ 13t1^ qq to qt f, ^rsffj 
600 to efto qsJ to to ^ 484 o to qf t, 
it qqraq c^ to ^ qto^ t, sntotoq'^ 
^ iRqto cpt ^ ^ to q? qraqpt tot b 

ito to qqto q5t ntor ton qq^ q^qrt ^tiq 
cfqtt^’ ^ \34M>'it qq to^eT ^ q^ 

^ t»! ^ ai^ ^ Wia ij. 425813 ^? r¥o 

qq £^ 15—12—2007 q^ Sfr^qtt^t^qH q^ btciiciml W^IT 
Trqr an to ^ ^ram 60200 ^ to qn to 
16-02-2008 B'^qiclto tott q^T afT I 

tottot ^ toto/tofto ton to wt ~mm 

qRR q) qt^ - S'cn (I) ^TTI ^tT^ W q^ to q> 

ti 


anqtot ’ipt ^ t^q totoWtqcT ^ to ^r^to ^ 

^0 1 to q^f to toq 4 11 


q? ’tt i3e^^ f^qr qq c j't j 

2008-09 q?t ^?RT ^t q^ 2009-10 ^ toto to | 

tora 0.56 to?m ^ -qq ^', ■'^-‘ I 

arqir ^ to totcmn qto ^ 644 qftoi 1 1 j 

w ^i, q? to ton 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4j 


I 1 1 ^ ^ciwier 3 -i'^jn.ff 2009 ^ 

! 4 cp^ j qVrfTcRTJ] B? ^ I t 3 fl? 'Cf^W 

I ^ ^ ^ '€(1^37 qVc’M^cf | ^ ^ 

j #fT(;ijt 3fr? ‘3'3<T ^ ''t'lFifl ^?'3 

) f^ tp^n 1 ^ 3 ^) eik ^ifn ^t 

I ^T*T! #ITi 3/R JpoR vje/l3 

3^ ffStnft 3itx tT^'Plef -f-T oT^lcJIcRaT]' cp '413^^3 

cTT33?t 3R t. 3i1v tfjrTjcrvoi 

•3mt^ST^ C^ xmf 'fPi'C/'^d ^R! 31^ >^nTf 'fl 

3m#fr 33 fl'cprIT t, 3^ 3-33 3il3=>7^3 cpv 

jfi 

I t 

^ f^'3I ^333 1^' <?M 33 2009-10 3 

3?^ fli 644 3frf?r3 3T^3[f^a 3^t '^i t 33 'cp3cT 
^f%33^ 333^31 t 3f!7 <V^ 200H- 09 ^ 420/ 3'^i! 

373 3imR CR te? cn'^'TR 3^ ^ 3|3 

33 T gmf^ ti y^PR 2010--11 ^ 24 g 

3f^Icf 3?f ^ 31304 <3 <PH v^iqR 3? ^| 3/^ 

d^Hd ^ 3T333rf 3^ 3331 ^33^ ^l' fte?^ nt3 

3f^f^ 3mmT!3 ^ vl33r t. ef^d 3-313331 33Kd^ 
3fR 31^ Wi f^3R 3R^ BvJ '^cff5313 33d<y 

cfRcIT^ teOR ^-3 ^ t. ^RT-t^ 3-^f 

33f3T 3JFpt/3TE3q3 d3Fft af^ MTdft mill 
unm ti WT Rim ^ d^3d yrnid^ 3^ 

_ ___ ^3133^ 3^ 3 R^ ‘N 3^ t ! 

(3^), ^rcncnf ^ -6^11 ;{T-T,-yT ^ i 

gm 1^ 33 t 3 fi 3 Mc^ ^ 

3TI^0?rMim 3B^ f^ 311^ Old 

3 mH: 3 i, m irjdrf^ yimi 

^33'33n msT 4^ I 


(ei). dTB#IT m(R ^ 8 ii SF^R. 

^ dTT ^ 

3^ 3 fl 3 f 3 M ^ 3 Fm Tmm. 

313 3IR3frto 3?aR 3it 3]q?I #II 

3TMI t I 3IT^3M%d fIddfNd sfR 
3 IT^M^f m\m d 3 Rf^ 2009 cT 35 ^ B'T^ 
df3t3 11 dsilf^r. ch4x|iRijl ^}?f i[ 
3 kM cPi 31 ^ ^33331 t| 

3 iT^?rMim ^ rpui ^ 

dd^qxT^Tf ^'tdcT: 3 ^ 2010-11 ^ 331 3 F 

313 ^ y^imd 33 ^#^ r^rtRct m 

f^Tyrrff cp"^ I 

m y^if^ 3 ? 332 




c 4 T^itc 3 ftim 3^1 f^oT# 3 in{j^ dmn 1 1 w # sftv 31-3-2009 sdR fmd'aef '^ - 

feupft cp-^ ■:r^] #3 2008 -09 j) 


2010-11 fiRT^ -dFRI dd 3 r 53 H cFfT^ 

d f^q 3 fT^cfi 41 tm gm sPft^Rf b^it^ gd 
vfijjpei t i 


”HFr" ydR (^c/f 4 ldd fWi’/Pi 
^31^ y^TR (itRf/ S^^fi) 


^ (^0) 


2008-09 2010-11 dcp 'd^T cfy] 

grm 3 f^ 3 lf^rf f^ldl dT'IcI dTJdd I 












[MPTlIl—^4] 
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(^). m ‘ 4 ^ 2009-10 A ^0 975, (i). 3 TT^^M^Ref Ci^ 2009-10 c^ iTRwf^T ^ 

17 cf^ TR ^ ^ ^ (^?0 975.17 5^^) ^ 

vjM^cKTd T y? I ^ ^ f I 

3Tfci1^ t^?T yra^^Fiir ^ 

3 t^ ti 


yra 3fN#?M ^ #3fr<M ^ 
ym yfT^^ 451 t, ^ ^ 34 ^ 3 T^ 

^ 3 mj cnf^ ^ yT% ^ ^ 

cnncT f^cT^ ^ ^ ^i ^ yfT ^ I 

(y). #3ffiM ITRT ^ ^'WidRd 

^ ^', 1 3T^ 2004 451 

MR'HLlQH^li ^ ^fT4^ y?^, ^ MR'HVinJyf ^ 
ter y^, 3 Ny 5 s 45^ ^ wm ^ y^fj^ 
f^yr w/y^ y^y ijc?i afR ^ 

^ ty ^ yRyyf^-yR 

stR ^1 


{^). cn?#fT '^pm ^ ^ 13.2 (y^) eTRT efT?#flW^ 

qRyY^ yr ^gtoff ^ y^<^ arrcT yRyyM ^ 

wsf yRyRrPTT ^c ^ ^ yrt^ y>“^ y5i 

d i ^>^'yy i di y5t Rt:^ 3iR y^ ?yy5^#^ ^ 
?wiciRd yRyr 1 ^m: y>l^ ^yssrtcr? sfcnjl^ 

^ t yiy snyjfRfi^ #3iWl^ yjl yryy yiw 1 1 ^ 

(y). 1 31^ 2005 y 5 t 6 <didRy yRyytctryt ^ ®jR 

! Rnyyy yy f-— 

I I uQ^iu]^ 1 4T. 1 RiycT 



ycty 4.2 ^ 31^^, y^j^ 

jjmRiMAd ?«rt 3fR 8>y ^ y5?y 
yfcTyyfi w# ^ yRy^ yyj^ ^ ^ yfcr?y?51 


3i^ay y51 yrrdt t 

^ y^ry^t ^ jyR 
yyytyrnsfl ^ ^ 
t 

‘#rHyy ^ yi^ 

3Tr33^ y?t ti 


y?je^ yy myyR?? y>^ 
f%yT ynyi c^yyr 

^OTe!^ y^yyiy I _ 

^ yM yy ^ 

% iritRT/^tcFfT tlcjR 

^ Rir?! Rr^ yr^ ^ 

^ yjyyr RnRifed 


y^^cT 1^ yyr 3 iwe vraiy 

^ _ ^0 2.04 yyfe {^0 40.80 yRly y>T 5 yRmcT) 
y^ - ^0 2.04 yRly (yo 40.80 <p^ yy 5 yjrryy) 
(IRkt y<^ - yo 4. os yRi^ (yo 40.80 yRW yy 10 yf^rd) 
^sjf y^ “ yo 4.08 yRt^ (yo 40.80 yRt^ yy 10 yRwd) 

^ y 51 yiRi yy Rmfy^r y^ y 5 t fy 

aryy ^ ^ yp ti __ 

aiijviDc^^y i ^ ' d 3 ?yyT y?j^ ^ri?te yyyry ^yyy^ ^ 
^ y^ -cR snlRd tor n]\ ^# 3 fito 

fcfto f«r^ 3 {t tR yy^toy to ^ 3 fR anfyfrtoto ^ 
to yryry 'km 1 


^ y? yto p y^Rl yryry to 1 
^ y 51 ycfrsy 1 1 
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I (^h) Cf^T '^Vil cJ^r 3TTv3'dWf^^'I 

: Mdid, ^ 3 T^'l{d X! 11 

' (dl). ‘ 45 ? Tdl 

; TTcTf oEd frr(i\] t| 2 i ^ 

i cell %■ r\f^ Id, rft ddl 

! Mq!T Wm Tdf cF^Tf 

! f^^r T«! § I 

I (lO, ifldd'TITi M i w: 

\ 4 ;^ 1^ m\ ailSr^cf M IJTTT 

I ^f;ow 4 ] jt| ait'iTdi 

' 5 cf^ 

: dTcff ! 

j 

I m) dflSr^ 

! ^l^^^ 7 ^ ^ cl^ {^m dTTdl t cT 
i fqT dt^T# dT ITIRI f^dT 

I f^olt Tai T?lccT Tficf! ^ 

i d*: C^#! 11 


10. JT! TTd^ '{jTT^dT^' 20 ^ 2009 ^ df^Tf A SFRIlltyKl Q'^l '^I^' 

3fFl?iTiic!l. qi^RWl '-^TT ^ FiT[5TR MT f^lFr dfF> dT 3!T^ ddlf^fd 

>JT(Tlq q')! W'J ^i^'d ^l 5 T f^ SFTI SiT^uiT'lidRRH', ^T1.0ll4tcl 3tr^ -iNTI 

TTdYdiiT^Tt./dTdUfiTT -OnRil fTrv;?T‘dt ^ odR f^r^TT TJt 2^! 2 .^ fq> dY^I^ 2-ltRI 

R[-id dd[ ^kEFT ^0 5878 #TT fuRFN 5l4 83 TFcT?!?! ^TTI y<!dS TR -TR xTR lY^R di^ ?! 

RTnl, '^dtYlF! F]RF ^T TRRq f^^FT I f^R# 3F^FRf TMR '^det ‘'80 4497 yfit ^"V|q ?P1T I TiliYYrYl 1 

Tmd-i fFdl W, f?p' 3Flt7]1cic!l ^ fYdfYcl q?! dTT^ TRYF gfddR^F ifi? dxYf di'^nr, Wdl-R Ytidl 
?i<!! Mdfty 1 T? 'lYi ^'d W t i% ^dteRR qY T^RiRNT qlT^ 5 ^ 3F]|d^1dT^l q-'l c7F R1MT7 3!''dfllfdrT qqd 
200 dlcR qfd 6 l«fl! RTTR ^ RTTR Tit? T? Mid c^t I 3 ltv RiT^dl -i 

M Xj,3il3 t f^' iTRdli^M, TOdR T)d -diflTT Riqi? tY dddn Y^> ^snYdYlYcY Y 

R-n r}^> Rqfi Rf%\Tj c}>r4 (T Yrr 3 frR> cNH'FI Y RdiR feifed fYd<'1 fY>TT t fdRfY SFFRftcfFYvR ^ 

'ad^rrq m fd-qf^qr ^ff ?]Ti^H f i 

r., TffjR ^cn'^ A Mct, 3R^dfr€n?rTR ^Y d^qq/miVqRq dqY Yt ^-Y: 

( 1 ). F1TFRPT<F Td lY'dFd 23 uFTdf! 2009 ^ YtY "fR Tq^d5Tq/-3!iYKR '!7;Rfl i 

(ii) , iRRfixYY) 3iR A> te qY fYw ^rY ^ R^nf^f trut 'i'Y? yddifcii ddoidi 

dRId Rcl' dW rYI dRr^ dornlsY RRYcPR^d iq 'TRiYu!']' c 8 7 irq 

Ip Y I 

(iii) , su^Y'ci'd'i qfxdYq'n ^ IYr YpY ^ dwYuYt Rfd Y R'f^d 3fR cf^rcfid wd ffhi dedif'Hd 

?R]' qrfYr I 


fYFcYqd, xRRd. ezra ^lYf WfYra cnf-dR YdY diRo 


!■ snYdYcict Yf T’dYt Y tt 


2005 ^ !??!e33 fY?IT-fYY?Y cY STsfTd RPRT ’drdr qglxl dd 3PRd’'d d>7d |T 'qljed'j YRiFR 1 


{^). Tjdqrl Y STT^F^rMucT IHTT ^5TTT dq TPr^F qg-fY dT T?I^P (PdiRf I 
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(v), qu-FT afl^ IcifecT ^ 3Tr4oft<MKFf rm u^'fK 'jfff^' ^iMU-'fFFr 

W'i CiT^cf ^ I 


12.1. ^ ^ f^3ff '<5)1^41^^ W'j^r 4iT %^rF 2<rr: 


(i) . 3TTfy?r^^?r^ im ^f^aWir ^ 3fr? ^?Tci?f RqV<^ 

eTT^^H ^ 3T^J?TR 11 

(ii) . 3ji^#c^^T ii ^ ftm ^ mj ^>11 ^I^Wht jfyjy 

r|r?^l' f^jcfl w S4TI ^ ST^HFrt c^ ^ cTT'RTf^^F 'aitlli cf^ c^R^ff 

^ ^1 

(iii) . 2005 ^ y?^ t^?iT~f?rf?fi c}5^ FFTcp aiFiR WRci ^ 

3f'^7Fi '4F ^rf^ -fVI 1 

12.2. ^ ^ ^ ^ ?jxPff/w<^t^R^ q^ f^rtg^ 6 ^fcir^ 

2009 ^ I W(^ f^ar 7RTT #:-- 

(i) . 3Ti^vjfr^Kn?cT 5ira qqif^ '^r "Frcf)^ 4?r(f^ 3TTf^<M^ cgu 

HFTeft ^ qRciT^^ ^FFR^ ^ % \Jic|R^ ST*^ HlHcfl 3[I^ c^^cf SFjFFT 3(21^1 

^PTcTP^ S i 

(ii) , (g^), 3?T^tift'^t4^ ^ Si^JHlPlcl ■'PO 889.4 ^ f^rf^ ^ ■^, 729.7 

cJot^FT ^ cfRR ^Wtul 3TT^13jtMq<?1 gNT ^R^ Tp(T ^ | ^ czm <Pt^ ^ TF ifS^n 
^R f I 3FT: WT ^qef ^0' 729.7 ^ 1Tqi%T 2^ I 

{^), vjqw? q? sn^qfrMqFi ITRT 3T^qTf^ ^0 377.13 '^RtS cf^ tjoft cqq ^ ^ q^ FO 

270.14 ^ ^ qqrfiJFT qR qr^ ajri ^o 107 qq ^ ^ 

/3rqqRR q^R q^ ^diqi qqr ^ 1 

(iii) . qRq>R ^ qR q Wq r ^ qR^ ^ wf arrf^^l^ '<^'\i si^qrq ^ 

f^jqj qiq sq I q4 1998 ^ 4o ij^^Rqi 3rR. ‘^R'tt eTRI fl^JR q^ 'tll'^dF Rm'1<^ wRf qaTT q^ 
3fR ^ q^ R ucRi^ q ci i q^ q^ qRqnqqr ^rt 3nqR q^ q^ i> 

RraRq ^ ifrctasi! q^ mm qqrq qR^ ^ aiRqqqft q^n^ q^ M 

11 qr^ «i'1c frq mT3ff ^ ^ q^ qicT^ ^ qqqqr aifcR ^ ^ q^ qRqtqrqr qi^icrr 

R^ ^f Rq qq ^ qq^ RRq ti 

(iv) . ^RR qsiq ^ ^ ^qw ^ eoo ^ q^f ^ srqrliJ^ Rq^RicT qR^\ 

^ all - q i diqid ^ ^ ^ 3T^^ 3T^qcft ^rWI ^ q4 cF^lf ^ 1800 4]cx q^^ sfR ^ f^ 
11 -m^ q eft Rr^ qq q^ rj^ ^ qqr 13fR q ^ qRqtor ^ ^ ^ ^ q# MRi 
q^ anqqqqKTT ^ q^ 11 qRR ^ RlRife, t spf qq^tq^ qq^fR afR qrqf ^ m eoo ^flq^ 
q5t Rjqqq qsj cFfifT^ qqeW qRqr f i 

(V). qRR ^ qq^ ^ stjhr anfofrMqci ¥rf ^ qq 4 r^ ^ 

arsifq is f^qRiR 2007 q^ 42.60 fq^ ailq 22 qRq^ 2008 ^ 6.2 tq^ aq^qM^fiqR q^ 
^widRcf qqr %\ 

(vi). ^ ^ qq q?!^ Ri^iRq q5t ^\m M«gRi qq q^ f^Vit q^ q^ 11 

13.1. 'FT^qq ^^qqi^ ^ qq RrRi ^ ^ an^qftMqR ^ aqfc iRft t RrI 

ar^qeff ^ qq^ f^Rrr qqi f I 
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13.2, 'HiM'dFte Viim t> 'm sfN ¥'4rd-f ci) wm 

22 2009 iiRJ "nvi) f i Vl>t g"©! ^Icf ^ \W ctfl §:- 

3 rR^#^ ^ f^: 

(i) . drTcT f^cTT^q W 2005-06 2007-03 3fR rp| 2008 09 -V fev "Aoq m t 3^^: 

gq 2009-10 "4^ TflTOT t t^. ^TT x’M^k^ x 7^4/ f^' T^is; ‘iq 

iW, WcH'T ^ ^i^TR 47 fcFTq 44 h sfl? 44^14 tP'OR '.>Ttf* snqOfl'c^iTnrd 

4 qR I, ihl PlTeT 7 ! ^^. 7 ! i^) 4 i ofMf ^ ! ChIu^ # 7 ! qfl’+i 

T 7 , cHTd^, W]^ Sf’JfTHT ^ 3 Tt^- ! 

(ii) . 3rr^5f(tfitfvi7^ wm ^ qm 7 in al? 

47 31 IvMl(Ar^ W?fT t M 44 ! t- 


{^0 ^ 


4F. 

RF. 

1^47^' j 

2C05-06 

4Tf7Ti^4jcTT^ 

2006'07 7 2007-08 | 

4TRRFf^^c!T^ | 4TRRTf^4Kn^ i 

2008-09 i 
3R%?TFfi j 

"2009-10 i 
3F^4i-4 1 

4[(.T4M Yi) 

201178 

226171 

253761 260872 

IS5010 i 

(ii). 

q-RRTI 344 

6148 

7227 j 

7788 

5872 

8621 I 6037 I 

Fili). 

441744 dPin + 
^cRF'^FFi + 44Ef 
^4lt^44 

5345 

5779 

6029 

5939 

(iv). 

4qF443Fr|-44)R!4^ 

50 

2 

26 ^ 

(-)214 1 

(-)15 

(V). 

PiqllOk! 44?t 

9793 

9357 

8485 

7065 

6202 

(Vi). 

j 

1 

i 

i 

! 

i 

4R 4R 

3TR3TY<^)4 

(2005-06 aftR 

2006- 07 i^FJ 

15 4Yl?!fF sflR 

2007- 08 R^ 34^ ^ 

fYiFf 16 4f^?ra) 

1469 

1404 

1358 

1131 

662 

I (vii). 

i 

i 

YF4cF 

3Rf^4/41c:[ 

(-)615 

46 

586 

1247 

(-)579 

'Iviii). 

j 

Yt4d 

3i1YF 5)4/4141 

44i'VT4 3FT4 4) 
4fi7R]RF R54 A 

(-)10% 

j 

1% 

8% 

! 14% 

1 

i 

1 

1 

1 

(-)10% 


SIT^T^cftifr MrjldT. 

(i) . cf^ 2010 ^ Riq^d Wvg Tf Rm^'q af^nf^r! RO 975 '<r>t\^ 71 4'i^cf>R ^0 1260 417^^ 'i\ 

41: 11 TbT^ ^ ^ 44 4 ^ 17 ^! f^e! dFOcT 7 ^ 47 f^^FR RrF 

eiHeF. 7T?PI ^ 1^«lM R^ 4cFrf 31^4, RFf^T! Rv 'oFR 4 F Rm 4^4cT ^ 341^ t I 

('dr4?F fcpRTR ^ SI^JJTFI^ ^ RF4 k7 4^ 44 2010 ^ RO 1335.20 'c^rY^ '^) I 

(ii) . efr 4 cF f?r 4 R^ ^ 44 fY^ 4 ^ eiFRF c 4 f RHR fYRcTRj f:- 







[MPTlII~^gP»g 4 ] 
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3 ?. 


2010 

2011 

2012 

31 ^ 

( 0 - 

yidWTcT (^^1 

478000 

588000 

684456 

(ii). 

^ yyidH 3 riy 

15438 

18856 

21889 

(iii) 

yxiic^y HtycT 

5920 

6751 

7581 

(iv). 


7504 

7504 

7504 

(V)- 

yw ' 3 'MRam 1 

534 

619 

698 

(Vi). 


1008 

1314 

1711 

(vii). 


472 

2668 

4394 

(viii). 


125636 

1184531 

108350 

(ix). 

31 K 3 M^ @ 16% 

20102 

18952 

17336 

(X). 

ter tm 

(19629) 

(16284) 

(12942) 

(xi). 

RryeT yyiery sny yiyy<^ 

(-)127% 

(-)86% 

(-)59% 


ar^iTPft ^ ansfR ^ ^ 

(i). ^ ^ ^ 1^ 3nf#^ ^ ^ 

tg 2008 ^ ^rnryi ^ 3im^ ^ ^•" 

te) y^rr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ # f 3|^? sfito 

^ 13j1^ ^ 

(^), cpTjfy^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ yj0 ypT^) W^ 3i?J1^ 3iHRqcMy 11 

(TT). yFfnf^ y^ 3TR3ft#4 y^ y’'^ cF? #n 3it7 smk ^pt 

^1 


(^)- 


(^•)- 


(^)- 


^ribw^R r ^ ^ yFiy’ y^ RK yy^ yy 

yym yj^ ti 


5 Kr 5 TPW 51 ^ ^ fitffe ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ WSJ uftTPwt ^ * f^' 'ISFI aft? sftta jrararaj sra wi? wr ?» 
jTTFf aiV? TS?: ucR 0'<cti 1 


OTeip Mwi <ift Mftra <refft 'R wlftam ^ ^ 

^ryr ^ w y?cyyyf ton y#ieT #ni Ryryci yyjR ^ ’y yy 

te 600 ftto Wc: WJ JPI '5? wjW ^Rft T? 

# jift w ^ JCT ar^ ■??i cffl ft 5ig5^ cift <OT siRft Jift arj™ w tmi 


(ii). 


rnmm!^ ft 2008 Jft ten-ftM ft ^ ^?ft |^ 

an^W sraicFft ^ fto; s^ ftw ft Iftift ftift ww5 fft^ w ft;- 


(yi). spyri: 


(i) 2008 Jft fen-fftf?if fti ai^ 'rf^ ^ ^LTL^'f ^ 

at? ft I anftomiR ft 600 fttw Jft W 2 

^ ws 8 TOI JR Jtpft * 1 ^ ten-iftM ft fftaffei 5 «™^* 
apfr^f^ f 1 


2919GI/09—3 
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(ii) . 'iWlrdH ^ SPIcIT 4840 m 3T^iTH cT^TTc^ 

792705 ^ 11 ^ ^ 

^ ^Feffe mm. m f^iir vht 1^, me di^"'-( 

^r4R 11 

(iii) . ^ TTH4^ mm^ m flciTaTH efA-^e\ 

aTfTcTT 1195740 ^| 

{^). ^ emm ^T^qnH: 

(i). ^fHcf) ;jfk 2008 ^ A fritter $ 

fM ^gfcmT% ^fifr dpra cA l- 


45. 


yRlHH4> 

«4 

IdH) ^ 





3TTf5M%d gm ^ ’T? 





3IWT (^0 4>^ ^ 

1. 

Olf^d PthWi ' 

mm arf^ci mA 


883.722 


HTHTT 

^ f^lf^ 45T41 45 





Mw tg W4 gM 





^ 45 




2. 



«fc)HH<t> 

WTT 



\34745^ (*) 




A 



.A^. 

100 4)o 45) 

6 ?). X ^0 

268 344 




4^ W^vi 

44,724 cP^)S 











6 

1 X !5'0 

5.760 





5.76 mAs 





fdTJ 445 

yf^ 




m 

4d)45 41^ 

18 ^1. X ■’^0 

146.880 



4rc^r j)^ 

A^ 45 ^ 

8 16 4>7)^J 





■c))4 

qf^ 






3ri^c5)4M 






X 

0 

3.800 




^ 44^ 

1.90 






yfc) ^ 











4?^45 

36 41, X 4)0 

23.400 




45 

0,65 4?^^ 






yR) tTm 






L 



vJM'WJ't elFTcT 

__sL 

448.184 

3. 



3f)^ 45 ^^ 

y)^TH45f A 

26.638 


dFRT 

UF'f^FT ^Tf4)7 dFf^ 45) 

3r^iR 




^ 44 2% 

srpnPm 


4, 

PlHful (A 



y[^MH4)! ^ 

133.191 


^TFm ^ 

dpra 45) 




'jifBd 3r^ 

44 10% 




^PT^I 






^juft dIMfl 



(ii). gM 11,95,740 ^ arwr ^ 

y^id’l dlMd cTTfeT^il^^ 45) 4"^ 
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r^ni-isr. 34 ] _ _ 

^....,.. - —~ ~ ^ 



uRRH<ti 

ail^®41^oT liRT 

yqici'^ 

cTFTcT 


76.53 



x^O 8 3l^ 



^ 38^rf^ 

1817.52 

ajV'f 3f^em 

^ 1% 

1% x'’50 883 

X 10% 

972.09 


1044.61 

3fk 

fituT# v3M>Mi^ 

3r^«m 

StW^ 3ft^ 

flfyf^ vdH'Wi^ 

HFm cpr 2% 

2% X ^0 448.18 
x10% 

4lHr cIFRT 

tjR'H'uf^ ^ ‘4^ 
1% 

1%x ^0149.173n 
4i^ 

1491 74 


iqiwrft sii^jRnpT 
aaroT i?^v ^ 
RlaitRtT 

^SJRT ^ 

3T=pIRI 

SFJ'HR 

9394.58 


yqfcicf 4<hPT ^ 

Wl^ ^ ^ 
arfHRl 

^0 60 

% ^Xl2 

7.20 

3RJ m 

STcTff 

10 % 

10% x ^149.17 

tp^ 

14917.35 

^ ytrra^T cn 

_j—-- 

^ _ 

29721.62 


(iii). IRfllR. * araWRIT ^O 5358.94 5 nw St^HPRI 4 SI 9 ^ t 


— 

*P. 


^0 cn^ ^ 

2972.16 

1. 

2. 

^ Cllf^^ cll^ 

2386.78 


^ Tivfw ai[4!!<i*<n 

!>3S8.94 

“T^ 

3ncf?^4)cn (^<3 <1^ 

4823.05 


apTTJIOT ^ 90%) 

—_ 

4. 

^ ^0 t^O 48.23 

^'^5/1195740 

4034 

_J 


(iii). ^8l9 ^ anw 9 ^. ^ IRUlfel Rwi ?:- 

to). ^ Spfei iraranf aiRSWld sraraal fJi9 

(g) HH,; 9?!ft (3.4rta W 4094/- 9l?l 

13 . 3 . 9 ^ 59.1 
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2009 cpt aryXSro Ajitn fSi|§4 Rpsot u< 

t fei' 's-mRui '<R!irjrr\w an 1'/^' ortte ^ja-ir i|v,p\ 

fita.,-,i fl U m. ^ sm .jifea V' cii-iir 

-W-: ^ ^ - 




OT ^ 3 ^ TfiT 


T''H'<i<s^cj7 23 uH^ 2009 

SRT Jftjt TJX! 

I 


yRT yRR 


T^ijft czra ^^KKiff ^[a^r 

c^) ^irsT 3 lk # 41 ^ g 7 ^ 

f^qr ufl^r j 


/ 3)1;[ 'i-H cTtcTl' c^ 5r^?> Ptyf^'JT c^ y wccj 

BTI^ 22 2009 jriVI cH ^ 

f^irr ^yr t, 

3 Tf^cH-'q?it 3 r^f ^irf c^ j)’ ^qy yfiyr | 

BBT^ ^( -^[-7 ^’qr jrai.3^7 

_ rv \ ^ ^ 


{^) 


^Tc[t BT^n uqif^Rf BfPld sqV^ 

I q-eiK -?JT^ oR\ ifl IMM 

^ f^qr nqi 11 

crnry sBiRd cRTel bv qj-K*) c^qsrRRR ^ uqr^iq^ ~^] 

I I c N t \ - ._C f\ S V » 


t 


yfcT^ 

q^f^d 


I^Rdf^ 





ST^dR) 


692.00 

20.50 


(^0 ^ 


1 yKi 


144,60 



32.10 


f^feffefd [^"eq! ~3iEfRT ^qrR^ 
qfMqrqr c^ fBiq qr^ 

?Tq#T^e ciffey wt^ ^ 

■qryiqq, czra afrq f^rqtf^ xj^ qq .q^-cTR 

f^Yc^oy: 

t^^) 2005 ^ XR^ f^T-f^lt c^ 3TEfrq 

qq SPfffqxiT ^ ^ 


tq-q-ff^R-d 3 r 5 iyH ^57 i\ %yT 

^m) ^ ay^Wl f^qqiq ^ jjTt yj^qy qyB 

STfcT^d aif^ ^ f^yr I 

3nft arRm 3y^>f^cT uiydr 11 

(q^). sTT^qM^te ^qr ^ ^ ^ 

qffqr q^rFfr/STy^i^y qo Td dry \jqdR fByyy 

elFT^ ^ ■§' I 

^ sr^drRld qjqqqR eOdcT f^, 

aTr^'jflcTliftqer ^ xn^ j^li -q^ng eyqyq 7 ^,-^ 3 ^ Rr^Synf 

^ qqt% q^o 271,06 f, ^ dPlc^ ^ qrqR ^yqqn^ q^y 
iR^ cf?r f 3y>q ^ xrqt 7^ ar^rq 
f^PM ^ TO qq srimRci f 1 

(q7). Tjpyqy tyygf^ ^ cqm^qJTffr c^ y^'sqq, Mftfa 
^ 3ltq atqqd q^m iri f^qiiT ^ qfMoHr 

•sRif^ ^ f^yx f^qtqi 29 qjd 2009 giqr iWr 1 1 

^}. dT^ c^ 3rd^ 30 cp[ c^ fcl^<^tjuf ^ yq'lqyq cB 

f^, yTfqfr^Pfrrr^ ^ yy? qq?l>f^f q^? gf^f^ei 
600 % 1800 cqFRT ?0 1491 

q^ ^(jiq»q grp 4475 qi'qfe ^y^ § I a^gRy ^fPrq^ qiny^d 










w 4066 Wd Id^lKcf tw W V -.. - :3 -- , 

^ ^0 4540 W 3T5*#fcT tolW t! ^ ^ 

^ <i ai^vAcfi'iltrc' SRI isn^ irt^ sM ^r gfisiRs sai j ^ ti ™ 

^'hfws^’RII^ Wwi 5^ .n=Rs 115ft * aid's 1.5 ate ^ 

ti) 

(a), wra awi aRijuu Piftfti<i fts i ^ 

■gcTT^ 3Rf?Tc^ ^ 4 <b| 4 ^ ^ I iraicH HFTcT 

TT^ ^ ^ €l^ lit f I WT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

yfRT 31^ Hid^ M«fiRi ^ 3T^ arj^nf^ ^ 

viviiw Slldi^ilcbcft dirrta>i<«S ^ ^ t:- 






toh RIRI afti wteff s5t ftto # sad asm OTjte a: ^ * - 

fetet vft as^ w-ama aa artfta aigaiR aiafrt&n ate-aa aaga SR_^ t 5^ «'' 
f^in!<!t.aa3i^aft*teiaaaftaiKi fetet aa ftRig aftans aa^ aiaai aig^jj-^- 





g4 2008—09 ^ 3R8TM dll'i'P ^<31 I’l 

2008- 09 ^ 3R«ntt ^ ^ 

m Trar^ htirt, 

^icfjc^ Trers ^ ^ 

^ ^t _____ 

U^lTel^ ^ IIra«T ^ ^ 2008-09 ^ 285 
tf <|(ff^ 2009-10 ^ 300 ^ 31 ^HH cT^TT^ 
^ gjRTJT 'fW ^1 31^ 

yxiicH t ^ 2009 ^ 

f^>W l (^ cT ^ ^ ^ 11 ^ 2008-09 ^ 

^ 2009-10 ^ WT #T I 
jiM ^ ifHT 

ytrr^ 3?!^ ^ 4 

___^ 

2009— 10 ^ 1^314 eiMra^^ ^ 

aft^cT ^0 7.10 4 ^ 4 ^ 

3nt4€HtT^ W 

f4j ^ ?T^ 4 (^yi4 f lcl 4 ^ 1 

“ ?i4 ^ 23 yH4t 2009 T 

iTTj ;r?^ ^ (5) ( ^) (i) 

ttBW ^ ti 3jk 3i^WJT ^pm 
^ 31^ 5lrmrT4 4? 3RI1^ 
iP^rjc^'K it dlM^ ^ ^ ^4 

___ 


4 2008-09 ^ 3RSIT4 

^ ^ ^ ^ f I 


fitcfFT 


^ ^ 4 ^ 489 y 

(gxnc^^ - 292. 31^ - 136 3jh 3RI - 6I) 1 3nt44^ 

^ 4 2009-10 ^ im 4 ?t 4Ht ^ 4fTH 4? 

4t 41 ti ^4, 44 ^ 

3n?4#4 15 3f^f^ ^ ^ ^ 4 4iPP ti 


3ltt^ 2009 ^ Rvil4 4c! 4 4c44 %j?t ^ tl 

in? ^ ate ^ ^ "^0 6.87 yf^ ?y4 

tl 2009-10 ^ ^5f4te ^ f44n 4 ^ wr 
3te^ 10 yfte 4 ar^Hte ^ ^ aii^if^ ti ___ 

3n^v»te ^4#i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

yicT f I ?4 2 t 44 15 w ^ 

sri^ ^Ti41 (1994 ^ ^) I 444t4 ^ 

4 ^ ^ y^ncR ^ iff te4 *i'^h4 

3jk ai^l^m 4 3i|cj?dtpnl 11 vi9’t<5^ ^ ^ 

^5^ iRuicT aff^ sFT^&P^ gn4t aite f I 4^ 
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^ ^ yiT ?tyi-ypy tMci ^ ‘yyry ^ ii m\m 

^ y5^ vy'cnxd f 1 


(V). 

^ 2006-07 ^ ^0 1058.40 
2007-08 ^ ^0 1111,32 ms ^ 2008-09 
^ ^0 1166.89 ^ ^ 

^TPTcT ^ 

chxiU cf^ ?Kft ^ Srj'RT'^ gM 

^ XffJJI 7|7J7 

11 ^ 4>WU[ cf^ 

ensil'd yiKvjfi^^^l dfcr yy yyieR y>?^ 4 

3T^%d fcff^ffe yj?ciT ti ^ ilk uiy 

yyicETRycp ^ % iyy^yynrr ^ff, iif^kyd yryi yy 
y^ ^ in^sM^ftycf y^ irt irf^kcw ^ ^ 

Ct7'(|i4i § 1 -gJitiM *1 f^Hdl gRT 

"gyrTry yy ^ dysJ %?Tylf yy ykikfto yRyr 1 1 


(^). cf^ ^ Tf^ 

^ cf^ fcT^gcT TfTjpfy 1 

^R: y^t t ?7iff Mcc] jkyiyd yRR ^ 

ykyRfcT Ry? yri^ f i 5 ??^ y^ 2005-06 ^ 2008-09 ^ 
yffiff^t^f gRT Ry yy Rd y?f yRyr yyyRy^ yrsy c^ ?yy ^ 
y't^d y5f 1 1 

(vi). 

1 

(^). 3f4T;6i'< 2005 ^ 

^ ^ y#rcfr?0T ^ 3n^yM#ier ^r 

cpripfr ^ ^ 3?#T 

^ €Kf'Hl^4) ^ 'a'c^cl^K ^ '3yT{;^ ^ 

gM yiT yyfum^ 

(^rwy^) ^ ^ 3f#T yytf 
tor yr 3TTf^3M%ci ^ 
y^ y4 ^ wi iff? sfT^ 

3TT^ iTTc^t ?n%m ^ wm yw 
yiterRyt ^ ^ czm 
%^fT 11 sn^ ^ ?yi^ 

^ vifedRyd W 2^7 % yf^ ?pff2TI ^ 

^ ?1T8y y?^ sfi ^iTKTT % ^ ^ 

3{r^?T mi y^ 

?p^tsTi ^ w?Ttto f^T i sm: 

?Rm 4t t 

PiMfdfecI ywi^dl ^ yf^ ■J^: 

- y4 2005-06 _ iff? 2006-07 ^ iflW? 
f^ElW 3?Tt?T 1 

- 2007-08 c^ cyy c|?f yg ^ 

TPr^t ^mSR ^ SReipfl 7R .^WT^fiTT 

yymy 1 

- y^ 2007-08 ifl? 2008-09 ^ y^ 

Tp ^ cpt ?«yf^ttT y5?^ yj^ 
yyyj^ [ 

y^ 2005-06 ^ djyyR Ryky tj?i ^ fyji § 3ik W?y 

iiR?T ^krfT yyr 1 1 ^ Rqfyy 3r4t ^ y^ yy f 1 

y’^ 2007-08 (W?y y^ 2000 - 09 ) fky ^T^iyffdi 

WTO yyiRiy yR^ ^ ^ Rrtt yyr t % ckr^ 

‘ 3Tiy?f imiR y? f 1 

si 2007-08 ifk 2008-09 7^ WJ ^ RW ^ yyff ^ 

yy?^ ^yyry yff Ryj yy fi ?RyR, yM i\ 

yratny Rryj yyr 11 



(7y). iH^u^lcTlifl's’d gR[ ^ WT 

yrte^TJi f^ Tpy ^ cp?R 

iTRyft^M yyidd') iff? iTTf#M 

y^iciyl y5 t, 7^ f^ yy^ ^^yiart ^ 

^-jy^f ^twip ijiTrfTy Ryj'f^tT trch 

ti y'H A iTT^cffilye! yjf vjy^ 

3TM? y? yiFirr y>f ^ yy ^ f^y^T^d 
3it? 3n?yfRM nafr ^ 

yyient c^ ??y^ ^ yy^ ^teit ^ 1^ 

y^ i^yyiy yyr yyk sTRyfkM ifr^ 

y)f yyrf^ y^ Rrjt yrr yyyri yyff^ ^ cp^ 
y^ yyfyr 3 ?tetr y^ t i gy y?g?T yyi ajy^i 

yy ?TR ’ft yyrdyf # ^dp) y? ?q^: 

iicR yRcTT t yflR) y^yy? iff? 2010 ft yyidyf 

^ ^ ^ fty ^i 


[MRHI—^n^4] 
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• 

yWpl4) elFIcf y'i f^tiW ^I 3IK\ii)>{1)<f) 

^ sra ^ 

4J[ 3nEJR ^1 




y^ 2007-08 2012 ^ te ctete ^ ?jcy^ yy yRy^y 

ter w ti 


{^f). ^ ^ ^ WT 

vjyicfl*i ni ^ 1^ 

3 rrf#M, ate yRte y^ A isoo *^ft^ ^ yje yicii 
ter aik ntete m\ yw ^ te #4k ^ 

'<i^«sni cp ^l4v^^<^il?l'^c1 e!KI ^(^a 
^ ^ ^ 45t uR^ tl 

y?cy<j 4 yyMt y?f.t3iifeiT tef 1 antet^^ yyitet if tetei 
oqywy H^cy^uf w alter ynte t ter^ te 

yfter# TjyTRRq ^ ^ if My ^ 

Hg^tjuf Tcfte wte y>t anyryyjfTT Ml Miy. 
tern t % y^ y^ ^R?y ^ yiter ^ygytr 1 1 y? 

#M/crtete Mafr y 5 f aman ^ Rry winy y^ ti 
anft nyj te ^ writer g^yy^R RrM ^ arte anmf 
^ .y^ wrte y?t M 1 yry yyter fter-Rltef arg^^ 
y?I^ tete ^ gteiRd ten yrryr yifly 1 

(vii). 

2008-09 ^ 3RefT4t ^ ^ 2009-10 

^ 3p?j if wm 40 yf^ ^ m 

3i^»iH cTm^ i> ^! 

yy 2008-09 i> te ary tef yn antet artesi ^ i46 errer 
t afR M te 2009-10 (8 nte) ^ te ^0 111 ww t. ^ 
teeT 14 yftecT ^ yrtef^ gfir tenr ti uwite ^ 
tenyy ^ ten aiRlRcw ^gwr ^ tenfr ^ ynte ti 

(viii). 

(5^). 2009-10 ^ ^jc^im 

yR^yfc^rot ^ ^ 11.70 w 

w 11 ^ yyr 71? 

t afr? M yR'HMfcHyli ^ ^ 
^ WRct yy *^ri 

' 

?nfte te) ^ 3f^^, anteM ^ 4 ^'^ afR 

an^teM yft anMtet if tente y^ tey yn ^ 1. ijR 
(ar^tdy 5 ^ ( 3 .)) ^ yRnrte y^ #3frM y^ yryy 

te: yn f 1 ?nte. W ^ tetRn ‘nRr 2 yg# afR 1 

aiRteM i> yg^-tey g?y ^ yiy ^ ten w f alk te 
y^ 1 JW fnytey ^ yiy § ten w 1 1 Rite Rrter, yi^ 
aite y^ ^ fte, ^ yny y^ ynw tei yy 1 alk yRtete 
^ Rte sryy gw ?>teRte ^ y>y ^ ten w ti 

M y^ M yte yte 2 yij^ afk 1 arRteW^tej 

#3fttef ^ yif^-tey 10.95 yite wnytter yR^ ^ 

yfyn ^0 11.70 ykte y^ argyrte fteyte gyyny ^ 
yRtete-yR ite ^ f i 


(s). yn 15 (x) y^ 

^ ^gtoRcT yy 

^Tczig?R ti ^ an^ if, 

y^FT IRT ^widRci Rite yteyteff afR 

viMWj'i y?t cTO ^ te ^ ^ 40.80 

gvft^ yy aiyiR ^jycFf y? fy 25 

ylcRTcT 4>f yr ^ ♦jciifiRja f^^yr yyr ^ 

an^ofWfte ^ 9yRy ^ ^ryy 
yan yf^^Rci ^ y^f ^ afn cr an^^M 
^ ^HidRd ^1 ^ iRy y^ yrcit 

^ 31^^ dif'iRiyRt ^ tecy yr yry^ 

te ^ ^ yR#?teit i> te sraRr^ 

^ ^ yijy if yiftr-yM ^ 15.11 
i ?Fntey ^ yry ten yyr airi ^yyr 
^ ^ yyr tey^ ^ ^gteRcr 

^yyfM te^ y^ ante ^ ar^^ 
<;fete^ ^ ani^ ti 

a!!^«ftc?)tecT ^ y^ 2005-06 ^ 2008-09 ^ fe>? 

arfteyy ^ tefRy g^wiRT anft^ t yR'yiy^yyi^ g? 

aigtet y^ gwn ^ gwiry yyR yn tft 11 ao yyn^ 2008 
y>f yRtef^^\ ^ Rte ^lyy g^ aik ^aittef yrf winter 
g^ ^ ter yn afcR fteyte ^ ^ yten yyr ti 
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JJ? ^ 2008-09 ^ 

^0 1.86 ^ ^ 

[^tTTT ^ ^ ^ I 

HFTcT ^ 2006-07 A ^0 3.22 

^ 2007-08 A ^0 10.34 3^? 

2008-09 ^ 13.02 3rcPT-3rH^ 

^ ^Titm ti cTO ^ 

^ ch?ld'd[ dTR 3rr^ f^ WTT 

gl^T ^ f I 


^Tfpfr olk'iwd ^ ■'grad f^T ^rdf 11 c^Wd didd t) 
^ M araifn ^fiTd d^n Uddd 

'SR\ Si^dll^d W\^ dflcPf^ld j't fSd did ^ 

aarfd 3 fl^ tr#d^ 8.1 9.O8 6 I6 d^i 

T-fcrtfd! ■'fW'f ^ df? TJ^lf^d l^dT uIldT t Fdld 

7^ dig, d^ ^g]1%d ^ d TT^ t i ___ 

dd^ll ^ T?i C^ cfdd?! f^gdd^d^d dfll dd'dd 

7 T? I ?d dlf^d^^d 3 r^ t 

ddd ^ d#? ^Pjf^d ~c^ I 

^rd dcfdld f^R M R'f mil'Rd 3 m#^^ ^ 
^Tcifafd STddT ^ SddR df^df^T ddf ^ i 

3 nduff#^I Wl-Wd dd dF'i ff dT^ ^ d'l ddlf^ ?\dr 11 
dm #dWd ^ W-TOd d^ t dl) dl^^def ’j'f 

^ dT^ ftdJJimd Wi dd^ [ Sd^dfrMdcl 

^ ^R?r d^ ^?rardT md dddr dd rr f^di rr t^- 

(■^0 ‘cTrait ^ 


d)3IdRT 'did 

0 

d^ TRIR 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

fffdR ^ 

SrjHR w 
(^ 

214,054.59 

214.054.59 

214,054.59 

w 

226.170.50 

253,760.50 

260,872.00 

ddRT 3Ff^ 
RR (€t^ 

12,115.91 

39.705.91 

46,817,41 

Fpmmr 

ddRT 

3rf^fYdR 

Rrpfd 

387 16 

1,218.66 

1,547.17 

TIRd: 

rs. C fv _ 

wWcfHm 

mRT 

(^Td?€t 

3l[ciRdd) 

65.56 

184.51 

244.99 

3t?TdR 

321.60 

1.034.16 

1,302.18 


dRf^lR d^cR MtR 3d^ d?dd ST^ 
F7dtd% df^ddlcddt 3fl^ FjiRdR d^ 
■^THTT c^ td ^0 40.80 d^Yg dd SfddR 
^dcTId dd dTd^ |d 25 'df^ d?f dd 
^^cdg l fY T d 1^ RR m Sd^dM^fFM 
^ ddlcHd ^ d^ d5 3m dd) 30^#^ 
d^ RIHidRcl dR ^ I cTRf^r, tM d^ ^ 

3m ^ dif^-dlm Fmd Yi RPif^R 15. 
11 dRtg RT 3 rdf^ ^ ^ 

df^R cH ^ 1^ 3Rdm •gddH ^ RTTdtf^ 
dR Ri 

Tmt d? srjdfd R % ^ 3 ft^ ^ ^ dt 
dfY^ddfedt dmd ^ didd d?f dm^ 
Rd 3TT^dMtfW 3?d^ ydlddt Rt ^ d^ 


RdR dR 11 










^ 3 m ^ wmctf^ ^^^1 

OT 

2009-10 ^ HR+lHRaid ^ WcT Vl<9^ ^ 

1 ^ ^ ^ t ^ 

iRrim 11 ^ ^ ^ 

Piyl’i'JI’ ^ d^TN 3 T^T^ 

I ^ ?tcn % cit 

;jn^ 3fR gTPTp ^ ^ vjtl^{*flJ 
(gj), iiKpttp ^ 15 (xv) (^) ^ 

cit ■*T^ ^ Mlei dm ^ I 

11 #3TtW ^ ^ 

mR^mI^^ ^ 1 ^ ^ 4 >t 

^ ?Tcl! ^ 3r^ WW ef^ ^ 
^ 3TT, f^Ri^ wfacim ReeTl^ ^ ^ ye^Rj 
M ^ 3n^yft€t%d gra yr^ ^ ^ 
^ y5t ^ eT^ 3^^ ^^T 3fr? ^ 
^ 3iyyjs ^ ^'letH ^ 4>t ^ 
^ m i4ty>R -qin «IT 1 y? ^ ^ 
t #3ttW ^ ^ ^ qR^HMl^ qt 

wn yfeldm cinTcT ^ ^ 

«(^xiiRd R>m[ myr ^ I ^ftei'l'?)^ ^ ^ 
MR>H'M(^4 t. ^ ^ 

2005-06 ^ mR^imRci^ ^ ^ 

“ ~ 3jf^ ylcldm ^ ^ ^1 





^ ^ ^ ^0 40.80 ^ yenv 11 ^ * 1 ^^ ^ 

^ sd^jRmy afR ymrfl ^ ^r?yfym ^ ^ 

Hew ^mR ^ ^ f 315 ^ jw 

unm ft ^ HR^inlcd^ ^ ^ y 

2005-06 ^ wyforqt yn 3fR Rsy ^ 

^ 11 




^n 5 #?mniW 4)1 TR^ 

^ t ^ ^i^taitW OT 
^ i 4 ) 3 iW firfcT^ sft^ 
l^cf^ 3^i^\Jl<ri4tVd ITRT 1^ ^ 
wxmR ^1 ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 3 ™R tl 


■ 30 mm 2009 ^^^^^^^ yR- MHf^ 

yn^ TR yyRfH y?! W7T ^ ^ t Ri^ ^ enfwr^ 

frm ^1 ^ gffe t R) ^ ^ 

^ y)t ?Tcit ^ 3^^'HR 11 ^ V 

I (^ Cfm 4 ) 






uf^ 3iTf^^tM^ qmpmemr ^‘W »«f'^ 

^3 ( 1 iM ^ swidR"^ yR^ yy M^ ra ^ 

^5^ t. em ^ sTRyft#^ ^ efnm 

^ yR^yl^ yy ’tdMsw 

gjT wm. a nf^ __ ■■ —- 

I yKfi|«t) Rk<R''i ^ <Vi*T, aTR'jfl’til'^^ yRi^ 

ezm ^ ^ y5t arytr ^ 

«it^ Try ati eRnf^. antv^t^t'Jttfd ^rt am 
fcpzjT w ^ ^ 

3i#f ^ ezra ^ 

grml^ RyRr ^ 3^ ^ ^ ^ 

2005-06 ^ 2008-09 cT^ ^ j_ 


( 0 ) ^ 


^ 3 {#T vm 4 ^ 


2919G1/09—4 

















yACT 111~~~S£C« 

areife! ^ ^ 

m ^ ^ ^ 2005-^)6 ^ 2007-08 ty \ 

cToRi ^ S ^ 3rf!Pf y?jc^ gn^ »T 

(W H) 

~i '—' [— ^jmpT^ ] 

_ —I I I ifR’f^ J Nfwj^ i 

I ttrsMttsx I '*'j "^‘iie^'/ '‘T"^*ir;iS'^-1— z^^'T :—■!*— - ■ ^-^, —i 


3»m 

cfP75^_ 

1^ 

5rf^/ 


»}S78 j 244^"' 

i~'«egr“ 


27 TSao j 


2537«1 J 


t 5845" 


■'~~E^—r 


'f MM 



j (^}. ^ 2005H)6 ^ 

2006-07 ^ ^ 3IT^f 56J 

'<^ arsTfcT ^ ^ff?if Tr?n t ^ 
3n^ ^ -^i^R yFfcIH ^TiTi^ t ^!T9f^ 
t! ^*C ^ f?j> ^ 2007-08 % 

2009--10 ^ qTPTcT f^^JT ^^T^/^^^?H^ 
ii Wi TO ^ t |f|i^ 

^ ^ 3n^’ ^ 3jlj^ ^ 

h _ 

(^). ^ ^F1?^ 

ajk ^ 3jti?) «TTR ^ orro 

11 ^^4! 'fM«5d ^ ^ q?n 

ti 

3TRoft#^ ^ 9Ff^ 

4i7fffcr4> TmrranT ^ q^Trffnm 
skt 5f?f^ ^ 

wimm g)T 1.5 gj^cf 11 %ftcT. 

ggT 2010, 2011 afh? 2012 

sr^RT^ 

t^bR 29 (f^/?r^ 

^Wf) 11 ^ffT?R®r ^ TTRIRIcf ^ 

^ ipT arj^TH cPTT^ ^ arwN 

I 

20 /40 jSrr^/cf^ |g ^ 3fR0fjlfM 

^ 3frM^t%ef gr'a gg gcfTcf^ff ^f 

.51551 I 

^^■-T g^l! fcNfT?ft, gtcTT^ 

^^0 /40' |g) C^ 31^ 

^ srjgFT ^ 

^ ter w 

4^ 2010, 2011 3it? 2012 ^lldlgiei 

^gj^fTpfi ^ iff^ ^ I 


(4^). 3n|vjfl2tgK|!^ g fTT grf^JTO^ gM 
gregf c^ ggg 2^ fec gv ft 3 


€ 1 2006 ^ giERT/^sfegr ggrag ' 

m %n ti 

gm #g ^ I gjt? srT^oftarfK^ ^ ^ 

1 1 aiTgmf^ gg gRT w i 


I Ipra^ 2005-06 ^ 3fr«RST^~^ 

TOR ^ IRja git M git gf^ g)T 

TOT # I gis a^fgi gm? gs ^ ^m^ ^ gj???! ^ tW 
TOT tl _ 

3((^'e?l^t(ft ^ gg grerPtgi g)T*ff 

TOtHcT TOTT t \3tf^ qc^MH ^ 3tff?fl^g g^vT^ XR 

^ §1 ari^M ^ 

glW g?tR qi^ciHj'i ^ j 2007 ^ ^krg, ^cTH^ 
^^cmn 3,38 t^Tf^g f^T t f^Rrtr ^ 75 

gfct?7?T (2,54 T^tj^nFI €t^ q'liimy^i t 3ft? 70 U%5fTrT 
(1.76^^ ^ im t! gfev[ wcftg xfm ?wi 
60 yffl^ia water piwr i fJtfpTTR gri<T f i 
3rTO qy, wbimvi ^ ?>q ^5^ gg crwi 29 uf?r?Rf 

gg?^ ^ ^ igaf tg #1 


graiaif # ^ qf^p^ %iTT ggy ti Mtd!d?ur f^Tw 
^Vci*gt' ^ iigf^ gRtf&4> gTsTFSTf orrar? q? sr^qff^d f^gi 
W t l^4K)* .'^^'f gJt ?Rs4T TOft WgT 11 


git #Tgt ?> 3Tlg giT «fl?[ gg^ 2 ^ i-Wf 

W t| 



















KMNH!rH£ii 


IPWP^ ^ I 


a#^m -^m vernm m^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ 2.9 

■&m v^ w^ t\ w ^ ^ 

3il^ oipm ^ aj^r^r ?pn^ ^ 
^ra??R cTOT V[^ ^ ^ 

m 3.s ^m^.^^ ^ 2010 

^ ^ i3RR ^0 4.1 cH^ ^ ^ 
^ I _ 


WW 7.3 ^ 9 


jgiTsgsasg 


fi 

y^TcRt ^ 1^ anfyfWt^ ^ ^ ■^' 

un^i aft? #sWt^ ^ twTPf ^ 

|5r f 1 aitj#^<f t ^ 1^ uwif^d ^ 

’ft ?ftaft«ft^ 5T?T an?yft?ft^t ft fftiftfufci ^ ^ f fbRT^ 

^ ’raftef ft^^rapn ftft aiftsn tir^ wr ^ ^^rt? 

^ aii^ ^ airaTq^ MI 


|||> ^^ irrMj^lEm^fnnciMBB^ 
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j yfcPicF CFFT %Tt 

vifTIJ 1 

-- — ---- 

(ix). 

cjleiHI dMId: 



ddlci: 



{^), M 

^TFTcf efWT 17 ^ V(fh ^ ^ 

miR ^ ti 

Fil^HlPld RuT^ FJipfPr WT ^ t 

^ ^ 3p?J ef^Hdl ^ ^ 

^ddl ^ uTRft 11 v}e<^<sldlii ^ |% 

gRT Wfr^ 3TWe 

11 3f^HTpI?T 

f^Tc^qu) ^ ^ 3itf^ «RTFT [ 

1!^ 5?Tgj!i>{li^ A grwftg> dprd ^ 3 t^ir ti ip) 

3TTt#^f^ f^tid drtf %zn gg gggTT, ?q 

grf^'gg ^ 31^;^ gR^ f jgdgi wfriT gf^gg> gRfte 

gfl^ i 


(^). cPT 31^FT cRT^ 

^ lefV ^R'dlRd Rvj1c?I ddld ^0 

7.10 ti ydiddl c^ fir^ 

RidcT qd 315^ ^ 2010 ^ 

^0 9.90 cj^ gd 3TMT? m cTTO W 11 

^ ‘cTO ^ ^ fiRTTT ^ 

Wq gR’ 1 

sTR'vWi^) ^ afiw yf^ 5g>rt (f^grrr gg digd go 

7,10 yf^ fggt ti ygidi# $ <? p 

gsRc^ zmh udid'ilr ^ 3(#i gip^t 

^ 9 tgt^R gsi^g 90 t‘mgR tt ^ t) ^ 

dwn t. MRwiHWdq, g>Tq?f g^Ki drig 

gmit f i \f^a f^f^r^crrat grc^f 

^ tgc: gg ygid'i evt p lysicm gfg c^ 

dRi, viT^dH ^ 3»ig!fggjcii ^ gt TmrggT 11 

3TdTgT, A f^yfcft gjg 3inp t gg^dyR iR ^ 

g>t 'ffHigdi 1 1 atfliRt ^ airar?, go 9.90 y^ ^ggt 4>i 

d^ypT vJM^gd tl 

(X). 

'v3g''(g)g f^>JTgT y^lR: 



(gF). g^ 2010, 2011 ^ 2012 g-J 

id's' dl’^ ^ ^'idlRld gM'hdx: 7^ 

^ 1 

3iifM f^m vm ggidi^tfct i> g^-cR-g^[ 2.50 yf^sM 

g^ ^ ^ Fgw go 150 yf^ fcRir m ti 


{^). ydidd) ^ f^> 

^fTRF gRT^ g^ yfclgr 'gl g^ 2010 

yniRid gR^ 7^ ^ 1 

gtiypT A ’Ti^t ^gJgRl' ^ dR[ gjci^JId gig ggi 1 1 
3fTft ?Tg) f^-# gRR yg ?^dT2R dtf ^ 11 

(g). g,^ 3ni|l^godfdl gi') 

^ g^TR gfrRq^^f gl'dR 11 

g^ dt 3RI ■dfitdd't A cRJcf gfJ^ t, gO 100 d'l 

^0 200 y1^ ^ ^ 11 cRflt^, <^Td A dPT^ g^d ygrgT 

t! srjgm yg&d ^ fciv. elfei gj ’flcR ^ 

3Tif^ f^RT^ y?^^f^f^gy?Tdttt -^gdRli g^ 
mjR tR ^ ISO yf^ tii^i f^gr ^rm 1 1 

(xi). 

qc:;gT 


1 

(g). dl^'^^'d ^i\i ^ 3Fp;^ 5.3 (g) 

•3F^^ir^, gai ^ W^r. gf^t'-Td fT'gRT sfk 

^ TfT^ f^ggd m\ TT^RR 

^Tr4 ^ #3fnM) gRi dfgfer f^gr 

dl^ OidF gfjlg 5 gg1 ^ TOTcf 30 

y%77T gf^ deJIg, go 1 gRl 

?:'[ R -R tl g1gt^ f^fRT^f gg 

;; • dOid # TjtoRcf q^ gd go 

.^67 g .1 'rv\ t 1 ii 

4;:7i'i IfW g7^ sfR gi^ % ST^gFR 

gRR ^ yRTp|g> ?lg! tr zm\f^ 

? 1 

^Rdd 80 tg^ ^ f^ y^ f^RRIT gO 1 yf^ cpf 

3fR 3pr^ 10 tg^ ^ f^. g? go 25 uf^ g‘f tfe? tl 5 ?d 
dgtj A f^jd ^ yt 1 1 

... 

(gl), 3^^J€^k 5.3 (d) (i). (iii) 3fR (iv) ^ 

d^gR, el^fgd f^gRT g4 3fR ^ 

^ f^'Rl g^ 

dl^y gRR ( 7 ^ 5.3 (g)) i> cl^lyd f^|g)R-I 

STTgfer Tp ^5 70 fg^? (fjd - 60 tg^ 4 • 

10 ), gsf ^ - 10 tg^>J #4 '^d dT^FSl gF fefV - 10 



[^lU—Tg^4] 




gn«ffecf ^ cfleH ^ ^ 

yT^ ^ 9 ?n^ ^ ^ 

3i^M i (^d w tl 3^ la^ 

1% w ^ ^ ^ 

3T^^ ^ 1^ #3rrt^ ^ 

t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

3!l^R«k1 ^ ^ 45T «fcTT^ 

^ W 3f^*TTRfrf arw I 

viM^'^f> | t1l ^ 2010 ^ 50 ^l1^, ^ 

2011 ^ 61 wfcl^ld sfR 2012 71 

yf^ ti _ 

(g>), ^sntm^ y^nePfl ^ 2010 A 

^0 209 eTRy ^ 3?WFft ^ 

2008-09 ^ yfci^Rd ^0 146 eH^ 

oinit ^ 3f-JHH cT^T^ ^ yjiWf y^T aftRfry 

W! 


tcj^>{, Rjl'Mtpjl yit? 90 tf?’ '0 I 


A ‘>PHI ^ 

^ A cjjiSlda ^ ^ ^ ^r?y t 

3fk ^ 3i1^ t, 4^T sr^'T 

w 1 1 ^ ^ ^ ^ cnferansi^ ^ ^■“ 


-— -- ——-— 

2010 

2011 

^5y 

111 

116 

PTdH/^SRT 

97 

135 


209 

251 


2012 

122 

176 

298 



3 PJ oqiff ^ f^?y^ cTtFR^ ^ 

^ 2011 3fR 2012 ^ 20 yf^ 3fR 18.7 

y1^ cT^ ^ ^ arjyH cRT^ ^ wn 

^ ^1 _ ^ _ 

y«fEf ■'WlHM ^MR«1^l1f ^ ^ 

^ 3ftRR^ 4cTiy ^ W^TTO: 

STcra y^ ^ 3T^[ypff 

^ 2011 ^ 10 yfcT??^ y^ 2012 ^ 

12.7 ^f^^TcT ^ 11 __ 

P i ylRm _ 

y^ 2010. 2011 3(l7 2012 
^ yy argyry emi^ yy arm ^1 


Cyril ^ cny^ tttI^ f yftR> yo 30.67 ^ 

yfy^ y^ ?yy^ y7 y^ anyy#^ ynyr ti ^yRyitm 

yW^ ^ ari^ 3PI Tyyf ^ ^ ^ 11 

yffe ^ ^ ^ antTHyeTRr^yiRyt ^ ^ W 

j yR^ afR 3T^4t yyf% ^ yy ^y^Ty w sir 1 


Mte ^ y^ y^ sr^yR wu^ ^ 

M yt tl tyyrRyr arffer y^ ^ aim y^ 30 m ^ 
^ iR ai^yiRm f^yyrti^^t^tf^ ytf^ 
^ y^ aiRly yR^ ^ Rry aiR y^ ^ yta^ ^ 
yR^ ^ yiF^ y^ arictRyvi vS^nRyT yyry y^ yny^ 1 


y^ 2010, 2011 3^7 2012 ^ tciy y?fyH tycrr yy^r: '60 111 

RI^, ^0 126 cIT?y afR ^0 137 11 y? ^y7 aiR ^T'f^ 

ctry^fr ^ yy^ y tt^ ^ ^ 

anM^Wtef ^ 3n j^M€t ^ fraift 5 ^^ toot t wnii «writ # 

gnf^M yweRt ^ Rry y ^. Rr^ y^ y^ y^ y^ 11 

yxiHiy ytt tl 

air^^iftr^t yyieiyt ^ Riy y^ftyr y^<nRcT 
^ afR y^kiil^cT y^ ^ ^ 
y^ y^ ^ 1 
2008 ^ aiyyjy y7py> R?n-R4^ ^ 

3{^RR yryy) y^cyj yy yRy^ry: 
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i 

1 (t). gM m 

sT^Tcii cpT srtnrd ir^ecE' 

; VR SPicff mm i 

2000 ^Tr T'd'lc'i cR 'iniT ytlfd-! 'T>“0'! ‘8>’r 

yppdlcr R5liT tl 3frsjR?tc^c^ t{ yi.^ gV^ cR fiT-ich 

fl^dT 4,1 Rl^f yRffRfd ijV'tt! 'df-riR, '^> ^Rd 

cRK^ 1195740 cDiR)^ if'! RTd4i' 

SRffl uTTdf ! 


j (^). ^ ^JldT ^ 

i ^ ^ ar^ 

1 3lk ^ 

cfT^rTf^ ^ 3fk 

■'f)q ^ ijp cfiT 

ftciT^r 3,^^ '^K tt? 

1 

^ ii s{^m. ''[ftailiM qri qsf, <^i\\ii ^,< 

^Rtd i Rcrri cr 90 rw^iRo 

^ Rr cR^ w ti qRrfRHT i '<^ aVd ^15 

11 STT^RMtjRef ^ ijR cRl 3 tRiR<RT \3'yRT5:!dr i xi1?T 
15,000 ’Jp T-cfR[ CRT TdTd'T cRx!^ (RT aTTHd R)qf j 


(^r). 'HdciT^ 8^HfT[ qv f^ 

ararfcf c{^. 

cT^ 3R[ efcTKi t 

^ ^ '<f) 2T#T ^ |q, 

^fer^a crt^ c^ ^?r 

1 

drdT3# Rdrd>''q fir^?f| oi-hu ^f'^dl'd ^'l 

Ulrl?Irft ^ JTBfF R^-lddl ^jRcR'ef ^ 1 '•fl^ draiSlt i 

Pa^r ^ ^4tpTd 3R5dTp i 3miR WcR V^lf^ R^qi i 

'OFT WdT 11 3RJ "dPdcT) t) i 

cfj^ cR 2 mP?t?[ 3rfe^ i 

^ Wcq cR^^^ j 60% 

Pdld>:iJi cR^dx! 1 25% 

^o€]^ ! 6% 

cTRti PdftR^iF i 4% 

(ii). 

^joff ttt^kT: 

cTO 3f[7 3{t|^ ^ 

sf^-sfcPT T^hji cR^ ^rar 

^ jNi ^r^iTepfl 

^ ^ ^ mm] ti 

^TPTcf ^RT sTfm epn^ ^ f^ 
eipm ^ 

W^Trf ^1 

RiRr?r 3fR ^i-<i>i dMuR i 62 tR v]i ^\^iv.<i 

Rdi^ 26 2009 ^RT 3FcFcT)cR^f qR j 

(iii). 

iR? ^ TTT^ Ru1#/^£PT '^ind cR[ 
STJI^FT ^ ^f^dlRd 3fk 

im ^ HTTd SI^dlcH cfR I 

3^K^J^<^)c^) ^ 4?t cidHH dldd ^0 7.10 Vii\ ^cRi^ r 1 

crafiR, i i. arjdH xro 9,10 yp ^trR 

ddidi yrfi ^ 1 cicIhm cFPTtt ^0 33,05 yP Prd? 11 

(iv). 

R'^ll-f^^^lll’ ^ uR)l»ld ^ >fd'^[ 

^ srjTfR 3rgm^ cTfri^ Rff^ 

uR^MlSm) 3jt^ 3r1^iRl^R ^?TT 
v3M'f<Ry ^ efFTcf 

Mdldd dFRT ^ 10 ylt)?ld 

w sfR mi 'f]i 11 t^iteR wm ^ ^ 

Rrt 10 ^ iR ^R^ ^ 

cRTW) ^ ^fXJ 1 

RPd yRRyPiql afR arPqiPiR/PdT^ dq'?<R? q? d?Hd 
afR 3F^a?ty rfP P?n-p7Rr[ ^ Py m arPRyrr yRRqPdP 
i 3Tpdd y^ PdR i m P?n-P^ ^ sr^mv 

qRcRPid Pry yy f 1 

(V). 

Rt ^rm 60 tjR ^ ^ f^ 

cTT^ ^ ciT^ W? ^ 
OTETt c^ 11 


(Vi). 

ny 

yrPyRy ?rt ypp^P m yyr t f^ p^ ^crr yrryPcR 
y^ yp cR) 7fpy?li y?) PP^y RRiP i Piy y4 

Prm cTstt dfer yF?^d ^Ptrit yp P Pr rp; y^jccR 
i m A PyrPRT Pyr yny 1 
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(vii). 

cfWkT WR aa aRftT^-4 ^ ^ 
di^'i^'Htji^) if 3T^ aRciT t aw 

^toait ak ^aiait aa tom 
dlf^ 25 alcf vci ^ 

''3r(ai<*di aw aw aw ^ ar^i am: 
anfwM^te arama amrf^ ^ 

% aft wr ^ ar^w 

arfyf^T ftnj afft ^ ftra aftfim 
vj^araamT w? ^ amft ti 

'^Ka?di ^ 'mv aa aefft^n ai^wK if y^ma ^ 25 ^ 

aft iftT aft #a ^ 1 aft Bcaraamr ^ ^diK4>di 

^ ^ ^ armr t dt eftw a^ma awt ^ 5 aft^m da? 
awR a»^ i> fta? awf ^ wr wm ^ f i 


15.1. ^ 6 vJcfT^ 2009 ^ i-^ STRI 3ni^ ^ IfRIT^ ^ Wfli^ ^ ^ 3n^#M ^ 

^ ^ xM 48f %7raT aw ^ %iir sfii ^f?ftl^ mm ^ wt ^ 

srg?a f :- 

(i) . cn?^ WR ^ ^ 4.1 a? ^ t 3n#M amcHi ^ ir( ^ ^ 

f|)?iT w t an^ftM iMcpff ^ asJ f^niT ?mT^ 4 i a^ 

aa aw arr^ tt asf ^ acfwr aajca> ^ ^ arffiaf ^ aa^ 

f^, fai^ aat f^Riar aar^ ^ sm ai% a^ca> 3pft^ ^ srw 

tl 

(ii) . 5'«^ a>o 128 afcT aa a4 f^Rf^ ^ aiwa aa ci^nai 11 a? ^ ^ 

M 2009 a«f aa wa A i> aaara ^ W% aa aa aaf 

aa 3nsn% ti 

^ ararw aar^ ^ an^ «n^ ^ HWif^ri w ft an^sitMa^ m ^ 
aa aaje^ aiitiiRd aiaa? ^ w ^rar t- 


a(. 

ftaw 

m 1 

(«D ^ 

1. 

.■^ ^luiwi afi4?aai'di 

(ww ft^n-ft^ 2009 w amaw nj) 

5358939 

2. 

wRa ^ wRa aa 90% 

4823045 

3. 

w aft 

(ao 4823046/1195740^ 

4034 

4. 

ftRft ^ y<pfcia ftk 'j^ ^ ftn? amiftd wRa 
ao aft 

129 

6. 

witftn mm ^ aft 

3905 


(ill). ^ a#aT aaan #5 tt ^ i a#aT aaaH ^ ar^w, 2 o‘ ^ ywif^d aaJ 

f^arar aik aw Rndct f:- 

{4)). asJ ^Rmr aw ar^^ aMa ^m ^=wt ^ awa ^ w f^tRci a^af^ a:| f:- 


W. 

atcT aii*K (xrflaiw^n) 

w am ^law^t aft Emr awar wiw wr 



TPftaftd 

ft4«a!ft aft 



(w ^0 

(aro^ ^ 
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1. 

3000 cRJ 

0.287 

0,00996 

~2~r 

3001 ■'^ 10000 

0.187 

0.00648 

— — 

^*1i1*T ^FIN 

860.544 

29.88 { 

' 3. 

10001^15000 

0.114 

0.00396 


'^pTcTR y'Hl'< 

1,866.240 

64.80 

.— ----- 

4, 

15001^30000 

0.086 

0.003 

j 

'^HcPT W\Vi 1 

1,710.720 

59.40 

fX" 

30001 ^60000 

0.086 

0.003 

I 

j ^dH gw 

- 

• 

6. ‘ 

600d1 3ff^ 

0.114 

0.00396 

bz 

^ddH gw 


____Z 


^wcH gw 

(fc[^?FTT^ cK ^g) 



U!{ie4> 

iRinf^ ^ 

(i). 

WPiT/<slld'dT 3^ yic?jc4) dl^d 

^ gw 

US$78 

(ii). 

^ ^ 3it? f^cllW gK96d 3^? 
^ ^ Tiri 3f[7 fcTcfPTd; gf^fd 

45,0 

(iifr~ 

^ /^ ^ feig^ WT/3fFF ^ cfj^dZ 

^ ^ g^Wd 3i2TgT 3ft7 ^ 

^ dTld'd ^ 3T^W 11 

Wo 

(600x2) = 1200 



5394* 




•■fTW 4 rfteiW ^ ii i ^ sn^iMif) d m4 wii^ fj'’'L^i % 

j#?7 sTT# TfS' fte?# tJ' iPirf^ ^ ^ ^tm ww -ft/ 

M m%;r 


,-i, 3nsiiiia%;?t >1^ 2009 sraft ^f! arRrMt* ii iitwi tl « 129 afit <^ a-r 

renfim adfSw Mfei wi Tit ^ ^ ff "' 15™! 

ijt fea ftiPR Jiiciiiira atanfri wp fitsTT "TOI 1 1 37if^, JntsftMijct ^ 5 ^ aai (^oi ‘o i * 

gw TOi? * 5St ft Tfraft* iiraisit w ipjii ^ fti; 'ift TTdrain aWt g>i tea 

wd a^ TPj? ft wfa aftro ftawft, 5wft ^>5? ^ '"'*1 

I^rftT atiS 5>M <m ftmffti fiRw araifer 2005 ft a^ fiwr-ftlftf ft aRJ^w wto ott ft rfa 

g4 2010 20'13fr! 2012 ft fft! asJ fft^rat tmift ft am ’ft i arfftr^d ft a? jfe ^ w ■^J'^J* 

^ w m ft wift^ awR ft a^ 4.2 aft laff ft atF. awffid arma a. ^aftfift ft aaa *>, 

f^irr ^ I ^ ?T ^ fcrar?-fcf^ ^ i 


15.3. ^ 10 ^^2009 0^^^ 2009 ^ pT^ 

ci^ ^ vFmi c^ ^ Mcite ^ t:- 

(i^ c^ ^ vmf^ ^ ^ 

^I#>H ^ ^ 4., -ii^T ^3?^ ^ p, ^ ^T f% Wc3c^:1, 

ifs} 3it^ ^ ^^cfRTI ^ ^KFT M ^ 

cf^ Pnj I ^ ^ ^ 29 3T^ 2004 ^ #3frM ^ ^ 




^4] 


mxm'mntmmm ___ 


tor w «iTi ^ ^thr ^ ^ 

1^ ^ vjiwd % ] ^ ^ » V X „t ^ 

(?P). (ft^ ^ ^ 4>l4<r^ 4«J ft>yi<JI flTHR, 2005 i> f^-f^T^7lt if ^ ^ 4 

3i^*#(cT ^ 3fnnpff ^ Wi. TO 11 *n^ "htirt i> 3i#t ^ f^jro* ^thr «r 
^ flRI^ if #jn TO 11 

(g). ^ f^Ri4 ^ 2010 ^ 67 yf^ ^ 2012 4 ^0 52 yf^ 

^ ^ WITO 11 


3it4#M a anwT y)t TOTO yr^ «to yi^ ytct ^ ysf f^jro 'cm^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^4!% vf^7 yRtc? 3n^ ^ y^ y^ y^t anyryw^^ ^ yst 4 

y>y aifimry ^ €t^ yjy ^rroRy » ^1 4t ytmcm ^ yRR ^ 

^iRR ^ yT5? SRI yRR# ^ ufT^ ^ TOyr y5t^ y5^ orrct y^ 
y>y 


(n). anr^ yy? yyf ^ uHi^h if y^ yryy* yrosj^ ^ ^ TOyr yycny y>t wyyr y# 
%\ 

(q). ^0 129 Ml y^yj yw if si4ty si^Hif^cr Ml ’ra yfyr wi 

#fnl^ yRT^ y^ ^ ^ ^ TOyr t i 

(iii) . ^ cTO ^ WZ Mr y^ 11 5 \jnply^ gRI M*llf^ra 

^ ^ ^ ^ I {yrnwr^.^fcpy y^ 8 it) 1 

4 yffef ^ spwe y^ yR^ w ^tyroft 
^ siraR iR yfiyft ici ygf y^R ^ yy ti ^ if 
yst f^RRii yyR ^0 2.07 yf^ yftaiR^t yf^ ^ yf^#iy to ti ^ snt^^to ^ 
y^ y^ ^ ytor yaJ f^RT^ 

(iv) . to fto t ^ ^ ^ ^ P i Hf^ to y5Ryt '4 y^J ftor yyi^ ySt y^ 

sntor yRyr vJM^yy y^ to:- 

te). my g|^ yito yi^ to y^^ toy yyn to y^ 1^ to ^ 

y? yiroy #tiR*f yw ^ryyj iffro y^ to ^ ti ^ 

f^_f?^ sf^to ^ ^ ^ sflto yff to yT2 # ^ ^pRT yy 

fto 4 yft^ y^ yy Rito 3l\^ to’? ito sft? to«y yyRir yf^ yn^ ^ 

yRRR ti 

(^). to 3RnyT, ^ 3R7RP y^J, yto tora ^ srR yy ysJ tora to* 

to, yy yy^ ^ y^ ^ to?R if to yst tomr yyi^ i to' 

ytoyy^ y^ RT^ yR^ ^ ^^to 

16 ^ antotoR ^ yiRT y^ ^ y? y^yy? to an w cnto ^ 

31 ^ tofeci ytor yy y^t3f^M ^ toR-tot tor to an. sntoto ^ yw yy ^ ym 

^ ^yy?t toWf if to 3r4to y>t y^ aJt 1 

17. #3fito ^ yy fto 8 2009 yf^ to airi to tomr yyR y^ yR“^ to 

antotow ^ ytofey yron i ^ tofeito totof ii aft:~ 

(i) antotoyR w toto i\ y^ tor yyr y^??? '^him y^m #3itiM 'A 

to ^ yiy tR^ to yyi t. tot^ Rito ^RR ^ ^ <-2 ^ ai^ or^ 

ti 


291901/08^ 
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hR^ Ivjimi ^ ^g (<6 '<^ TfTHi^ gR^vji^i (3n^^^) ^igrsrt ^ 

^ wit ^ ^ ^ 31^W '^Wi ^VF 

gelid I t 1^ 3fr? ^ gq^ ^grsff 

gRR ^ ^rgnTT 11 

(^). gRR gg 4.1 ^) 5^ gR^ ^ 3jh ?$y girtg t gfr R^e: I R) if41 

tgmg, g«f f^Rm afR 3 ri gR mi^ ggR htf^ikicit srt gg^r ^ 

^ Rr HrF^frgrm (g»l#g gRR) g^t gt^ FVrr i 

^ gst ggR g^R ^ gg F-g>gR gff ^ gnm 11 gMg 

^i^lalqRi girl flgjliR gRff^ ^ ^ gi^ goig irt g^t uTitfl 11 aiRigr, gaf ^Rh gg T^^g 
’ft gRB ^ Rm% 3mng g? gift afk aig^ f^ggfor ^ ^ 

(!v). gRR gfMyRT ^ grft fftgj^ ^ ^ 328 gft < 1 % -,1^4 g>^g aft^ g?^ g4 aisgfei 
^ ^ 31^ f2|gj^ ^ wm g?^ ^ fgft ti gF gft c™ g^ 
ft m fft? gRH ft Hi§ft>i gRR g^ ftlgmm gRft wr gaf IWgr ggR g^iR gRft g^ gft? 
f^aiTI ^ 

(v). ^ ^ w t get f^njT Ffl cRg ^ gm^ RTfftReiRgs gft g^’jcT Ftgr 

get ^ fftgfTTf RTF'ft'Hmft FRT ggi ^ \ 

18 ^. 1 . ^g^^^ g^ftg^, #ajftM aft? aii^yft^ftftgR gft anM^ ft g^t fftRigr ggrft gft g?j^ ft ftft^ 

gRefT angR ft fft^gR aft? g^g? Rr*R ftftfftci gRft gft rrif ftt g^ efti 

18 2 , ^ Tftftftft^^ft yTgjg eg fftj ^ 31^^^ g^c^ H«iiq ft get fftRRT gft gft grfftR anft 

g? a#ftWtgci g^ gfftfftW ft ?ne? ft^gy ^ g^ aft | F?Tft ft^ggi t fft RT?ftg gRR ft ai^ 4 . 1 . (gy) 
m {^) ?g^R gemg t Ift M5ftR^sRft g^ g?RTg aft? ftg^ glcl^W ft gjgft ft ggft ft ?gTW/gftftW ft 
gyig g? g^p^s ■^?ft epr FgRTR ftgr aft? Ift ?Tft gRig ftgeng, gr^Rftui, get fftRigr aft? aigj ftei ftgf^ ggR 
geeH gft fttfti 

ftggfta ft ggwn^a aiergr gRR gng.agfft ft ^ gjftg? sfftgfr ftft 3 rj gRift ft F?ft gw ft gpRft 
, 4 ^ gRft ?ft ? g^f cigy fft ggragy get ft fftgb g? sr g^ft ?ft f | ^ f % 

tgRTgr w? ?g gragpft ft gggt f futgft gRR ft anftiR get ftfftg anf^ ft?ft ■gfftgft ggn gj?ft ft f^ 

g>FT 'Jiicii 1 1 ftftg? ftftt ft gsq^ fftij ggft gift gat fftgigj ggR ftgR fg egg ft ftgRR ftt ggigtf^ gftgi \ 

?ft3ftftft ft giR' Iftgr % fft R?ift 5 ?T Tfrgft i\ an^vftftHtrjR ftt Rr^ftg w? ft ggftft gg ?reftt ft 3Rg?g wft ft 
gy? fftgr eni 


WToR Rnftt ft Mft gRftuRiaft ft fftnr g^ ffteM ftg f^?nfftft?T, 2008 err^ gRft ft g?g ft ftgtT ft, 

^ yjw f^?Tftftft?ft ft ^ 1.3.2 gg fftgr t fuf?Tft ?g?e fftgi ggr t fft ft gf^gRift gT?f ftftt gfftgr 
fft?TTfftft^it ft ggyRH ft g^ft ^ ^ ^ eft ft ^grft gjg^ ft g^ anft f | 

m^A gy?r? gy arj^ 4.2 fftlftg^ wr t fft grW wi gyp^ft aft? ?!gR yrfftgyrft ft ai^fttgg ft ^ ?TFgcf ft 
:?cRft?Fm ^TRfftigftte Fft aft? f?t ft? ft gg® g[fft?geSf gRFft ft gfft?gEft fttft ?iTfftft 1 anft^^ 
'^TRtftg arrgicT/fftgfcT gyftgft gft g^t?ft ft?T ft gRRt ft groR ft ftcffeR^g ft fttft gift ^g)?TR ft ggift ft 
^ ^.'TT? cf?t Tn; || ^ *T<[ftggR, ^gft ft gf^YoHi ft fftcT ft yagggR amrft gg 3 r?1i? 

^ ’ggft ft fftgR-fftgft ?Tgftt gyrftgrflgT fr gri^iwoi ft gyrgt^g ft ai^^ ft ^ig^gr ti m 

g)i 4 gif^ <g ^ g Tf^g?-;:»j| ft gggf^g ft aftftft^ ft yjgRgr f i grgr f^^gMr aft? ■ftg;^ gsft gRT gft g^ 

grftfftgy geft gft awr ft ftgg wrt i ft ^ ggift ftg?nF^ httD://tariffauthoritv.gov.in g? ftt yjgR^ gRgnj 

ggftft I 
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■■qTO4] _ nww i>T Tnm: mxmn 

20 . fff ^ ^ ^ wnr ^ ^ (Mr 5r^i‘e ^: ■ 

(i). ^I#T ^ (?ftajWt€t) 3fk ^ {3lT^C^ti^l^T?7l) ^ §S 

o!Tf^N! ^ ^ c*nf#?f awhr cf^Hd (^n'f^^M) afr? 

(wtWcft) ^ ytira^ ^TfPlcT ti 


(ii). 


(iii). 


araqjR aoos ^ ^ uif^(t>^ui gm 3<jH'l(^d ati^v^cTnJtrjp! m flK|5)4i* ^ §c<^hc( 

2 f*l?Tcf ^ ffificr^ft ^ enj «i[ 1 sntvM'Jt^ ^ m aijtfifi ^ ^ 

an^ M. €>Tpp!4t/66 /2005-ai n{<jfl<fi 4 K ^ ii 2006 stw 'fl^icn *i^r 

^ 5^ arj'^cT ^ «iTi 

^ 2008 ^ gm ^ iJWM ^1 aft^ ge^'Tci 

^ efr^ ^1 


^ wcRt ^ iiRPr^i 51^ ^ ^ ^?wr. w «jt f^ 

^ araihT an^#^ ^ wrfe?f cipra aiR^dt#^ ^ y?j;c<}> ^ ?nPi^ ^ i 

^ 1WT «n 1^ aiKvilfl'i^^ aft^ ^ fcPj ^raw. hprt afh aicnr-aicnT 

'vm\ ?Tc!ff^ ai i j^M^Td ^ ^ ^f ^ ^ m ^ miltm 

^ ?TO ^ ^ ^rMSRT 22 ^ 2309 ^>r gifec! «ffl 


anivft€M^ gRi ^if^ 1^ ^ g«ng 22 ^ 2^ ai^ an^-Mger gm 

inj ^ ^ gg f I ?Rtng ^ aiwfcT (i) 

ggicR alt? (II) antitt^ ygicR ^ w 1 1 


J, ?Taftg ^ gPt^ ^ HTiioi^: 

(iv) , ^ ^?ngT t gg ^ gglcHt ^ 2009 Wfi W^ltcf ^1 

?ftaltM ^ ift g?i M ?ni«h f^mr 11 

(v) . an^jfl^Mt^ ^ 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 «i> et^ alt? 2008-09 ^ to ^ 

?im ariv^ w fttof ton ?p?^ fi 2005-06 ^ zjob-oq ^ gto^ mum. ?ti^ ait? 
vm anft ^ f l 2009-10 ^ ar^RT? ^ ^ Rg f 1 ^ t ^ 2009-10 ^ 

aryiR ailtef 2009 ^ WR? 2009 ti^ arra R#if R>t aratil ^ f 1 

(Vi). 2005 ^ g^ (^^ i iP t ^ii ff ^ 2.13 g?i ^ g? aito? to t g? ggfto g^ 

toft 5 T ^ ^ ?TRg tora to gg ^ ^ g^ ton arafe m ^ 

Rg i M^ /tot ggicR^ ^ gitoto TRgH aft? tom toign ? 5 t ^r^ftan g?? ?Tgicn ti 

3 nt?I 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 ^ to 3 i^*irRc 1 g? arwito gri^ ^ 2005-06 ^ 
2007-08 ^ gito ^ uR i ^n aifto aft? gi?dto gn tog^ ai^ ^f ?g^ to 
wti 

gf^ltocT grtoto fMr ^ g^ aito ft ai^ mm€i ft ggto ^ to ^ttaitot aft? 
aiijvAtjtifti{d ^ to wgg?i?t ^ ?igft ft antto ^ ^ to w m i 

gR» ii H?g^ g . ggfJg* ?i?toT aito ft ^gftoRn ai^to ^ ?tw an^uft^ttocf, gm gto^ 
gi?gfto TO-TO ^ gcRi g^ ^ to ton ^ ?m? to 'to gft 1 1 
ft aito aft? artottotg?! gm gtctor giwftgjdiaft gg an?n? gto ^ ar^tot ^ ?tg4 ft 
^ gSt g^ t l f«tol g9pg> anto ^ to an^n? gto gr^ arjto ft to gg wtor aft? 
7!?g-?T?g g»t ^eRI ^ gl&fg ^ to gT?nto 3ITg>ft ai^cFR^l ft gWg g? f I ??T gW, 
gtoto aft? g^ aito ft ^ftoto ai^ g>t gcHicRg» tofrt i> ^ Tjcgig^g ^ to. 
a i ^cm4> -i ft toig gg #gglto ^ gig gft Rto g? to ^ngi grllg 1 
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^ gRF TTZf[ 3TPT 3frf cZRT ^ W 

^ ^ ^ ^ t^R 11 3ll^\jn?D'Jlk'e} ^ ?TO W<m ^ Tpj 

^ war c^ ^r ulri^f^ci ^ ^ HPr/fiPt m |q ^ 

i' ^ ^ 3#5»nq^ tR 

^ 3raB %qT trjt t:- 

^ ^ M ant s^ ft M qa gRTf^3^f^3M?W^3i#T 

W t, ^ ^ 2005-06 2006-07 ^ 3JR[ ^ ii Wf ^ 

^ W t ^^jl'Rb ^ ^ 3mi gif^ tK q^fcTq zm ^ fl?^ ^ 

^ ^ qcTRIT W ^1 

w^ mm w t ^ jn^ f5jqf^ ^ ^ 

w an ^ ^ 3r5*te ’^grat ^ ^ ^ ^ imi? ^ w 
sn I ^ ijc^R q^eq^ f5|^^fRcT ^ ai^npff w aiw? ygnT/ ^)HH i ^linait ^ 
1^3mi3ik^^f^Tnn?iTi 4fEHT/^t?Hi t JTRnf^ m 
^ %j^ nn amiR ^ ai^iiB^ 4 w ti tmrPt, 

qrq’-n/^d'ii ^ Ti«f}^ ann ajt? am l^r g>RDff ^ 20oeK*Q7 ^ qR i ^Rd ^ f%q 
^ 3R^ER 2006 ^ W1R! m t aUl Tf 

3^Ililt'd qf^^Rci WcJ qq f^qqro W ti 

(^). arr^ ^ 4 w aijHif^d an^ Srt 

q?t ^ q^ ^ m ar^nKH 4?^ ^! 

(q). mf^ ^ A qfrf^rf^ pr PRm q^ cim #< ?ii^ ^ tr 

%nT qqr 11 qrl^^qR^ gm ai^flRo ^feqstiq ci^/^ ^ qn^f^ch ^ 

?Fl ^ ^ ar^qf^ ^ ^ qftf^ m 

^ q? qfrfefrq q^ ^ ^ qm qi-nPi* t \ qrf^ ^ 

^ jfrw/^q^ ^ #i|gm q^ gcR-q^ ^ anf^ q? ^fif^ 
gsT qf^'fi^fcdq) # ^^f^q'RT ^ 1.gsT q^ coq afh? fiPt cnqfr 

q? ^ ^QdiRd w 11 

(^) ^ q^fqrq Hi'Sci ^f, q?qsi ^^icih ^ qiim q^ %ir q^ Tpin f i 

tq^ q?r qMq qcR q>>cfq)WI qoR ^IRl. qq^ qoH ^im. ^ 

^rqi^ ^ q^^ qm^f ^ q^ ^ qq i^4q i> ar^^iR Rpm q>t qq ^ ^ if 

qrqr qnr %\ 

(^1 2005^ ^ qRte q?j^ ^ itm. 5 B mfeqRiq ^ an^qftMq^ gm am^ 

qq^ ^ ^ ^hRTqqj qsi 'aiPRl ^ R^Jfuf^iq' wrf^ qR^ ^ 

ail ^ >Hq c?) ^^grqjRSRr qn^t %q qq qqpiqq qq qR^ |q nq> 41q^ 

^ ^^r!! ^ ^f^tnRcT qqq an q^ ^q qraf ^ aiiftq 

% aq^yff^tiftq^ arq^ ^an % m^ w ^ Rr wso aft? qc^ q^ ^ 

OTqqR^f^j>euf aq^ qj^qr aimqR PTl^^qqRq! if ^ am q^f qqjq qr? ^ 
ti an^qfr^WtqR ^ IWnq q^ 2006-07 ^ f^ aqqqR Myu i aq^ ^ q^^ 

2008-09 ^ qtm 3 if aqqqR ftqPT q^t ^ qq afR ^ 11 anw 
sq^ ^ qg wvci; qqrqr qqr t qqr qq q^ aqqqR qrl^fqqRqf qm sm c^ 

'?>q ^ 'fcfl^d fcfmr qqr an 1 

few q^ 2006-07 ^ fe anqqR qrfeqfM qjf arr^qfWfWf ^ wgn fe qq Tfef 
WTO if ^fM m % f% an^qfWfiT^ aft? ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ 5jqfcid 3RRf^^ q^[f^ ^ ^£f Tf Bqgqn t aft? ^qfe arfe 

q^fe ?tqT TOT w 1 1 an^uft^Mfe ^Tsiq^firq^f gT?T vW fe qq qqr^qqq ^ anerR 
q?, q? ^ 5?T qicf a?#T ?T?ftfe feq-feqff ^ arjro toct ^ ?f>q ^ ?^tqq? 
q^ q^ t aqfaMtffqB qg qqrf^ c^ W srq^ ?r4t8q t qqq qW? q^ ^ aqqqR 
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^ 3IWP? yrfe^rf^ ^ 5 ?t aw ^ ^ f i 

^if^ ^ pmm ^ 1^ ?fr 3W waw 3P^ y^ ^nften ^ 

%qT vmymi ^ into^ ^ ini sPfe feift^. ^wi 

efifviHf fcTf^it^ afrf f^vii^i ^e^hc! i> ^ ’ft ^3^ 

gm ^ ^ ’Hf ^ ^ y^nro xr p 

2005 ^ y^ ^ 3R[^ am yft 5^ ^ ^?5T'? f^ar w ^\ 

(a). ?T ^ w yn Ifty^ ^^ y?iiyr w 1^ fft#y y1^ ^Rcim ^ ^ ar^ t. y^ 

sn^uft^^hftycT ^ 2006-*07 ft w 3.22 «p^. yft mi-oe ft ^ 10.34 yj^ aft? yft 

2008-09 ft w 13.02 ^ ^?Rmr eim yft 3iew-% yyifar ti w? fty «nft y?. 

an^jft^^ftftycT ft yiy ft <^iHdi rw yft wrr ft^^ t oftl^ 3fT?##^t ft yri mn ^ 
^lyfoiH ^yftty ^ ^r^t ft 1 

y^ fftynfftftyft ^ ^ 2.4.1 ^ ar^w?, <^iHdi yiyft ^ ddf^^n. 
ft aif^ ^ yfftyyr yy alNm tft«nyy t\ y?cw y^ anfty? yft 2005-06 ft 2007-08 ft 
af^yiftt yy ffttiR y>?ft 3^^ 2005 ft yif^ fftar w mi fy yft ft yRdfty? 
31^ aryft aa? ft yrw pwr y^ft ft fftai? ffty yyft ftg ti an^oft^lftycf gm 
^yicWT Rm ^ yf^yjeR 2005 ft y^ fftyrr-fftftyft ft «iftffty» ^ ft ar^ yft ywi 
w ti 

(?y). yiftftyj y^ Mvn ft ft?H. an^ftt^lftlw ft ^ ftt t fft ^ 40.80 ^ft? yy 

ftyyr anyfthM yyicpft ft yiftfft^ m aft? a? yrf^r fttaftW ft yy 
vjH'wx yft ciMid ft fcH? ftti fttft yft ft aiRT ft Kfcfy yft yiftt ft ajj'tn? gi?r fty 
^ 15.11 yrft? yy aiyfii^ arfcif^ m afl^ ^paim an^aft^W^ gT?r .m? yft ftt 
araift ft fty ^ 25.69 y? yfty»l^ fftar w m i ??ift arRfyr. ft anyftftt ft 
?fty ft 3F5iy ^ ytf ft I 

aii^<Mft)k7« ft aiy ypy t fft ftftftft ft ft yi ?wci aft? yftyft yftH gf?r ai^yifftcT 

8.1 ft 9.08 yft ft ^apfft vjuftft yftyyyy^ ft ‘j^rogifftd yft ft 1 arrftftftfty^ gm 

arft^cT ’j^agFfi ftfcr y^ anftyr ft ft | 5 r 1 1 inftfty» y^ 

Iftftyy ft aiftto ^fJfeyfty ftr a y yftft l ft ft ym^ yft aiair ft <Riy?-y?w? ftgft ft 
t i yft ^fefttw yRcfte l^ ft ft fey arft^ fftm w ft i ??t yftopf 
ft fey. 1 an?<ft'ft afr? 2 me ftft yfy?T ft ?tteftftft ft ^ 1095.75 

yy ^ 4O80 wim y? ft ft y^ftyfefft ft 

^ ^ ft arfe^ t ally anyftft^ ft iwmft # yR?ite aralft aiftcf 4 yft 
3^ 8 w ft tftr yyiynyy y? y? fty »84.25 eirar y? yf^y5feff‘ fl»m w ft i 

IftiEjft y^c^ anftyr ft ai^yw y^6y» awftyr ft yfepfem 4 yft ft 

a»?ftft^ ft 1ft??yfer ymaft ft ft ft yft yRftyfefft yy ’jpyfw ft 

fey yyiftfed fern w ft 1 

yiy^iyj y^ ai^ ft- aRr yf^ftyfewT/gq?y»? ft ywft ft ^yfm aif^iPiyy ft 
aiftt^ ft^Fwsi ft a^ yy assrar y?iy ft Wfef ft^^fyfRf ’fl^ry*. ft ft yyiyr ft ft 
anm? yy ft^ysfew fftm ’wr mi anftftftft^ ft ^ fft ft ft y^ 

yfeftyferft ft am^ yRftyfeift y? ^»yft aftrfftyy ft f^fft^ ^ cn?^ 
yiffe ft aifty y? y? to w ti 

yRto y^ ajto ft; yn^ aw gRf w y??ffto aji?vfift<fl ya^ift ft 

fey yiftto my yft yft ato ft yift yy ft i ay^ftftfty^ tm m y?gtT ffty yy RTy?T 
tow ftwftft ft-aifty aw yft yto ym ti cimfft, m^ftftftycf ft ?y« tor 
ft fe yr^ aw ?yftto?T ft aifty ytoftcT to yy t ^jRfm ft ?nsT yyrfy yy ft I 
anftftftftycf gT?T y?^ ffty yy yrfftm ft?ft aft? cyyw ftoft ft, yg ^<g( yyr ft fe 
U Rffty? to ft ^ ft yfcftto ^0 308.73 cim ftt yft 2005-00 ft w yyf ftt aryfft ft 
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4TeT W 11 ^ geHT ^ y^rluT’T ^ ^ 

TO ^ ^ ^ t. 3n^ ^ WcT C2ra 

^•^3RT ^ ^fdjlfyld 7[^ f I 

( ). ^TRte WTtEpT ^ 4^, ?0 40,80 4?^ ^ 3IW^ ^ 

^ ?TR?T ^ '««»|fcld t. ^ cTT?^ ^RR ^ 3T^im f^df^cl ^^cTR ^ ^ 

Wte ^ ^ 3rm w w 2JTI ^ ^ ^WT ^ ^ 3nn}R ^srmH 

^JM RFRT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^<jlcbK tor W 2ITI 

gTRTf^^3f! ^ ^ ^ ^r»m, sn^^M^cr gKi 

^ i) 3i#T MR'HMRriijl ^ ^fRjcT t ^ ■'CT ^ ^?ikr w t afR 
^^l*T ^ ^ W t\ ^RyilH'M'^jM, '»fT?TH ^ f^ ^ 3TW ^»RTH ^ SM 
^3RT^ ^ t ^ t ^ ’ft fW W 11 

^ JjfcjRPT ^ aRR ajR ToR ^ q^ ajRf gRR 

i> q^ftuR ^ ar^qpft ft ^jqggfm: ^Higlfv^d w t i 

(ct). gife ^ ft yRl^Ra Rfg^ arg^ qR^jftrf^nft ^ %gT w t aiR ggftqcT ftyft, 

2005 ^ Rrrfftftifft ft fMR^ yfctqRgft ^ ai^^, ir Rtjr Rrt w 11 fftfttRid ^ q? 
’JRT^Rf ft R>qi ’Rf 'd^l'ltR ^ IfHlq fftpTPT ft Rqi ’751 ^ I 

( 2 t). urI^ anftqr ft' an^yiWftf^ ft gim %qT t R^ ^Ifer gft 8 Rctt i Rftr ate 
fte wi ^ amjR q^ 255000 ^ l fttaiftM ft efftdd gft aro qqte qft ?ft Rj 

4.45 Rftf ^ ater Rm i> an^iR q^.4oiooo ^ qftR^ Rqftq^ ^ qftKiR 
^ ■'^RqiRd Rrjt W afT! 15 yfte qq arRqi^ 'RRqft tefuTcT ^ tR qlcRnq 
(3?Raft?ft^) gft 2005-06 ^ Riq wte q:g?^ R?TT-1ftft?ft ^ eRcfi ^jqftte ^ 

ft gft 2005-06 ^ ^Rte Rrt w m aft^ ar^gcft gftt ^ Riq ’jft ate^ 

^ ^ amjR m aRcTT ^qfttte ^ ft Rrt w srr gft eo qfte ft 

arfcp 2JTI 


R^ft qqj^ ate ft ^Rter aPTcfr ft) ftgft ft gR^te ^ ^ Rrq arggr teter gft 
2005-06 ^ Rrq 50 «R?id ^ ^ q^ ti gft 2005-06 ^ Rr anqartftl^ aRmr 

^qftten ^ ^ qq ft?ftRcT Rrh w ti gft 2006-07 ft. qiwRq) ^ ar^R q^ 
teter 57 yfte % 1 2005 ^ R?n-fte RfftR^ te f R) gR teter 50 
qfter ft 60 qRRTcf ft t, adftwq ^ftRprft qfftcrrq ^qgtg arftR erggr ft ftftRfQf 
groft gg Rqftg^i gRft grg qTqcTT-gq-qTTO arwR q^ R^gr gq wcTt ^1 
ateMftte ^ qnqj gq gr^ qftgf ^ g^teR, 15 qfte gg arRggrn ^fttggft 
fftgtRm qg qfter (arRaftftt^) gft 2006-07 ft tePR w 11 ar5gftf gftt '<^ 
Rrq. emcn gqgter eo qfte ft ate t aft? qft angaftR^ 2005 ft^ R^-fftftftt 
arjgR 'fftfggg Rrh ggr t i 


(g). fthtRj aji^viilcTl^lqci ft qrftftq) VRm ft ggigr t arRtelftt qgte ft ?Tft fttai^M 
gteRgt ^ ftgft ft ggr^ ft?te gg qgrg 20 qfft^g gft ftWr ggj ^RgiRg R^ qgr 
t, ftftte TRgjg ft ggigr t R^ gft 2006-07 ft 2008-09 ft^ Rfq ft?R fttafttft^i ^eiqi 
Rfq Rg^ gq ijgciTg an^R qr ar^qiRd Rgj gq f aft? gftfttg q^rg Tgiq> gft 
an^^ftfttfttqH ft qfftR^RgqY t gg aifftg ggRtft ggiRig arftt qgr Rgg otm t\ 
an^afteqR ft qRfftte q^ Riq qq fttatet gtefftft ajk antaMftte ii 4)ftgiRg1 
^ ftgft ft gteft cggg R^Rg g^ gft t, ?ftRiq qg^M ^ 'fn^ ggr^ Riq 
qrg^JH gRgr ftgg g^ Rgr i qrftftg) q^ctp fftteg 7 ft gte. an^fttfttftrqR ^rt Rr gq 
fttaftftftt ggfgiRgf ^ Rrq eirgg gRi gft 2005-06 c^ Riq ^0 795.26 cn?q 
Rft gg a?^gH crtm ggr airi anfoIRWte SRf srpi ft gqro gg c^ Rrq 
■gRgRgggaft am ft, 2005-06 ^ ftte qRRRg Mft gft mm ^ ft Rrit w 1 1 
6.44 qfcRTcT qfftgft gg grte ^ tprcp gRft ^q, ggr^ ft^gg gg q’gg gftfttg 
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W! 3nf^ ^ ^ 3(^ Wm? 

^ 3?^ ffPRT ^ 15 1 qprq^ 2007 ^ 31^*1^ tel W 11 

WTIer ^ Micjtlivf cpf 2009-10 ^ ST^qpff ^ ’ft W ^ I 

(ET). W we fft)^ qi? WTTftyHt ii 31#T, t % ^^6.5 9 ^ ^ ^ 

fftq^ ^ 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 ^ ^ 2.54 ^ ^ 3Tfctf^ 3ftt^ vft qHm 

q?jcq> 3n^ ft 3ra1^ ^ 3r5»#tcT Ift^qr ^rar ^\ 

fr). 2005 ^ q^cp 3nft^ ft 3i^qTfft?T W!f qft ^ ft>rnfteft ^ 3r5HR 
qitn(^«pni3rt % fft^fcrf^cT q^lftft %■— 

(i). qgte r wfftq> qiwmT 3 nft?r ft ^gfftqiRcT ar^qnt ^ qft 2005-06 ft 6 qfft?RT. 

^ 2006-07 ft 8 qlcnm 3jk qft 2007-08 ft 5 q1^ ^T4) qJ’T t! 

(il). < 1 iwf^e f> 3n7I #T qqf 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 i> 3l^*1lftf ^ q>q?r 16 qlcf?TcT, 10 

, q^RRT aff? 3 qfcRm qrl 11 

(iii) . q^ 3ft? 'HiHi’q vjMRajq twr qft wi ^ 

oiRit ^ fft^y^ q^e^ 3nft?T ^ antn? ^ ^ 

fftcTFT fftq?w ^ 3rfiTR ftii? qq wmftJHf ^ 31 #t. t lft> ar^qr^ft 4ft 

^cHT ft qft 2005-06 ft WT 7 qfrRlcT 3(1^ t aft? 4^ 2006—07 aft? 2007-08 ^ 

7m 3i^mfftcT ^ 4 qici?m 3ft? 3 qfimH ^ ft I 

(iv) . ^ ft f^Hm fft^ qg^ anft?! ^ arwR ftqr? 4i?ft 

ft 3n?«ftftcT 3RI^ ipWT ^ 44?’^ ft I srfftRqe ^ fft4TRtTcT 

^ aft? argqpft ft Ift’W ^ 4^ 2005-06 "ft 2007-08 ^ 3 qf^ ^ 14 

qfcRRT ft I 

(v) . ^ qqn?, #t 44T ft ^ q^^w aft? Pl^ ^lq’1 +/(-) 20 

qf^ i> ^ ft 4?]tciT ft 1 2005 ^ q^ ^ ^ 2.13 ft 

Tjqr P i Eiifid . w #144t ft fttft 4T^ srfcrf^ aft^ 45T ?mT4to q^ 
ft TTftf tor 4|Tq4Tl 

fvHv aR^i4? 2005 ft I?T qti^ m 4?wt 4ft 31 2008 d4>^«ft qft 4T4 ft 

4ft Tift aft 1 ^ ^ ^ 2008-09 ?nfftc! 4ftt ft. aqftyftMq?! m w qmftt^ 

4rRftft^ 45^ ftt ?q^ fftjq ^ ^ 45T?Wt ^ fftsq qq ^ 3?^ q? fft^n? w 
fti ^ 2008-09 ^ ?ftt4iTft wft aft? ?^twl qi^ ^ 4Tq aftc ftft^ 3 ri^ q^ ^ qnqpr 

?d? q? ^ 1206.45 fttcTT ft I 4ft 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 ^ leiq 4l?dfft4j aft? ^ ^ 

?q^ fftjq 4ft ^ ^ 4T4 2008-09 ^ Snwft 4Tfft4i ^ ^ ai^ffl? 4r?m44j 30^ 

3I^(HH<6- I ?5q ft ?TeFT ffti? ^q ft I 

™ mfinm =» 2005 # Jiil !ii# 5>! » fticw? 2008 4 

€IW5ft/23 /2003-3S5q^ 'Hfel ft^I *0 ^ t ft> ’IfTOfR 

^ 4^H H q45?4> 4>r fft?cn? q4T4 4)?qT ^ ^ 31#T ftqr fftj ^4>lft cii^m ^ _ 

3?^ ^ qlw ar^-Tft’q qlctwr ^ ^ aftciRqcT aft^. ^ ^ ^nra q^ 
ft * w i ft t fi m ter qnqqri anft?r ?t. ^tqqqftt/34/2005-3nft4ftMqcf ^ 

2009 BT?T anftqft^rttqct ^ 4 ?wt 4ft ift?dTRcT 4>?ft ?m. 4? 

cnqtT sft? 1 3jftcf 2008 ^ 414 4ft 314^ ^ ai^-fttni ^ aite 3ifm?4d qmwr, 
^ ft. WRct qq qnft 41^ q^ ft ?iqTfttte qnqqr i 

^ 3 n?tft?ft€t ft q^raq aw ftt ^ ^ 4^ ftt qirft ?ftft aft? aii ft 

qft ftl4 awtir 3n?#?ft^ ft 4ftqHq^ 4ftftt 44^?^ 44 q?dT4 fftJ4T 

ft qi^ 4^ 4ft ?mrt^ ^ 4ft 41^ ^ ftt E4H ft ?^ iq, ^ ^ antMet ^ 
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-cn^- <rd»Tr-i ir>? 

3 #^ ^ ^''FTf 11 

(viii). utiRi'flr 2009-10 "^v] arf^nfWtis^ gM jr' ar^TTri'-ff 

fcT^-? TPJT •§:- 

(4^). ^ 2009 ft ^ Ri.n gf^i iVvjIt f 'Jit 

^0 6 y ^ t yfgR? Rgr?^l cTprt ^'o 7.10 g^t g^\ 

^ gKT 3l^*1lPia g?t ^ 11 3TTT: gf 2009-10 ^ SFpIff^ 

srrfiMfnrcf g?rfcm c^ antfR m 'fift “4 t! 

gm ^RxfrRcr ^ g?! ^ggf gf 2008-09 ^ Rig 36.37 gR f^'^i 
sft? gf 2009-10 ^ Rrg ■^o 38.36 fcTJ^ t i arrfftftft ggrc^'i ^ Rig, >60 33.05 
5Tf^ g7 ^spT gJt pgf ^frt R^tr Rrgr 1 1 fcjg g? g^t ggi^ g? si^gfcR R^g 
grr^ ^ g?g g?, arrfyMR^ ^ ^ g^ t ggl^ g? ^0 33.05 Rr!? 'h M 
RstR f, 3?^ ^ ^ 2009 3 T 5 f?T fig gflfl' eR aigR Rrg m ^\i go 33. 

05 W'i ^grRg g?! gf t afR fg atgR f ggfg^ ii g? grfgg? ^ 

g|%! g5t g>igg f BTcf fl f g^ gf g^'f RgR grgf go 36.io w. ^gRgiR^r g?l gf 

ft 

(^). snfuMfRcT gRT go ii.84 g>f^ g? at^giRg gegr Rri^t g^ g^ ^ Rr t gfrRi 

3rR#flfi f ggicpit g?! argRt araif^ gcngg, 2009 gg^ ^RgiRg Rng ggr t i 

(g). ggtT sfR wg^r ^ arengr api cggg g^ gg ar^grg gf 2009^-10 f Mct g^ 
grg^ ^ Rtg fg oiteRR ar^gg 5.8 uffsTcT ^ giRg? ^ ^ fIcR gigr ggi 1 1 ggy 
ajt? wgrg ^jgRajg f giRgj 5.8 gff?icT g^ fiRci g^l gf 1 1 

(ii). gf 2009-10 i> ^j?gfra.f ftRg^ qRggM ^ g? ^0 11.70 gRfe ?ttR^ %\ 
3?Tfy|lfl%R f Rjgr f R) 30 gg^g^ 2009 ^ gR'ffgRrgt ^ Ref ^igg ^ afl? 
# 3 RM gf wrfcR^ gilgcr ^ fRf alfR ^ f g^rhii ggr i i 

flafififl f fl gf go 40.80 g>|gcT g5| gRggRrgf cR ■Rngfcrgr ^ ggf f, 
aggfRM uftgg argR f ^gg; igrgr ^ gRRgi g-^pg: i\ geg 3nf|7|a ^fegM 
arggigr ggr t \ R?5ct ggl ^ %j ggn? gf Rarff gf 2009-10 ^ g^m ar^gn gf 
gRf ^ Rn? ft ^ g5t gf f l 

anfgfIfRIgcT gRT grgr^ gRggl^ g?! Rigg f ^0 259.32 efT?g g^ g?rgcT g^ 

3Rg gRggfrrTgf ft ggRct fi ^ ^ gRggRrgl ^ ^ggf f Rigg 

ao^flcTlfl^'d gRT ar^ ^ ^ full gf t, ^^gRig gf 2005~06 f 2000-10 {gg^R gg^) 

Rtg giRgj f ^f^Rad 6.16 g^ gffggggR gfcrgprg^ r ag^gRg g? r 
gRgrgr ggj f alk gg^R 2009 R aR f ar^grffn gRggRRI gg atgRr^ 
fRggfg efpm ^ ^ f gjgr ggr t af|g gf 2009-10 (gepg? ggj) f j^eggig ^ gfRj 
^gRgiRg Rrh ggr ti 

(^.). gf 2009-10 ^ Rni ^tmlRfcT cngci RcR^r ar^crggj-ii ^ f Rrh w ^1 gfjig 

Rggg gf 2009-10 ^ Rtg ^0 815 rm gg affefg g^ifgr 11 ^Rgg| f, M 

2009-10 ^ Rn? ai^HiRd arRRgg arRfg ^rgg grgr g^ ^ aifig anfflM gg 
RqlReT gRf ^ ^rgg ^gggHugr R^gr gngr 11 gf 2008-09 aflg 2009-10 Rtg ^gci 

arRRg^ arf^fg aiarfcr ^0 2021 ctra ggRranfflfl aik 4lw Rigger uTf a^g M 

ciRgcfl ^ grg^ f ggrglvgg grgf f Rrg gg RHg gi ar^gR arrffiftfl ygidg ^ 
gfg ggf gf 3igRr f gHi4IR<d Rgg ggr 11 



[^FTin-^^4] 
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: 

^ ^ 2008-09 ^ 3n^ 3TW^ ^ ^ 3ri«n1^ -t 3fk 

2009-10 3f^HRt ^ SnmRcf t, ^ 2008-09 ^ 2009-10 ^ 

3PT# 3^ 4)|4c||^ # ^ ^ ^ I ^ 3R 

3ifrrf^ 3ri?i^ ^ ^ trr^ ^ t eft ^ 3pr<^ ^ ^ 

vTFPTT I 

(ix) . 3 tr#{M ^ yxiicul' i> efit ^ ^ ^ 

''f^tePK ^ |q "fTflT t ^ ^ ^ ^ f fym^ iTT^ 311^4^4)ell ^T 

^ WHIdRd cp^ ^ %qT t 3fk 3rR#?M ^f[3M^ 45t W ylTW 1 
3ji4v3fl4)41^ei ^ ^ ufciPl^f^ ^afpiM ch^diRyK i> ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^0 30 yf^ y5t ^ ^ ^rr i 

^T?ftf^ MWlf^d yWT A ^ ^ ^ yR ^ ^ 11 t%# 4t yR^ A 

^r^rtETT ^ f^k* Hfci^lfd 1 vjFfyf! 2007 ^ ^cjHt'< 2009 cTy> ^ ^ cfFIcT f^c|'(^l ^ 3?T?yft4t€t ^ 

wf^Pi^tW #3ftiM ■4)'4tiiR4! i> ^ 4 w 11 

II. jm%T4e ^f^Nel: 

y^ ftj!iif^4^il’ (2005) yii ^ 2.2 ^ 11% y? ^ y>Twt ^ 3 rj yicfr ^ 

' yR 4 ypfy^ ^ ^iWf ylrr^, ^framlr ^ tei4t Bydty, Rrsyy^ 4 <^^i<Hdt 3jt? Mom 

Ri4?t y^; yapff ^ ^ v3^^cw ^ ciFi yoRt y5t yyicHirHcb <gvidcii 4 

en4 4) finj y^ ^ty^; yf^w41 ^jeyyrjiy yi vj^^yy; yR^ty y^ ^ Rwryy y4 

sTcRf^ty ^ yfcRydf ci^ ^ ynyr yy 1 y^cy? f^yRy ^ y^ypi sf4yci-yR cimici 
yRT H-fifei y4 ^ 3iyfSr 4 cRdo 4 sriyfci yicnyiy yryTsit 3ft^ ^ f^ yyif^ 4 fciyr 
yyr f 1 y?jcyj Riyfyy yit yiy yRy4f^ tpi4qi^ ^ ^ 4 y^ yy y^yr 3if4g yryiR anyryl 

^ sjR 4 '«ai vJiMi yiRv*} 

(x) . 5y^ yytttm yyny 4, ^n^yfrMyci 4 y^ ^ Rrafyy ^ mm lyy ytf^ 

2008 ^ yy |y 4tyfyi^ snyR y? yyr^ t 

y^ RiyfRcT yR4 yy si^ ti 3ii4yD4l41i^d 4 y>t t ^ yyi^ 

2008 ^ f^ynRrM 4 WRy ynyi ^fepRr w^ yiy^ 4 ^yiRy f^ yrryi ?y4 y? 4) 
f¥ryy ter t % wtht ynyy yyn y^ ^ ai^yyy yR^ gy yiyy^ y^ WRy y^ y5t 
gcRT 4 yyr ^T fyR# omyR ^ ^ #tt afR f^Rm 3ny4t afr? 4Myt^ yRRf y^ ytemry yR4 
vjy^y^ yr^tci y^yr i crjtR, 3i]^414)^i yyicFit ^ ^ptct f4y?y 2005 y> R?fif44?fi ^ 
TiRT-^ 2008 ^ yiyy^ f^yirRrf^ff y? airniRti y^ yy fy crrt urt y^ ^ 

snfty 4yl yy f 1 

(xi) . 2008 ^ ^ ^ 1.3.1 yRcn t % 4 f^-f^^yr M4t yRytorsif y^ ^ 

^ fuRT^ ^ yy 4 y^ ^yiy WRy yR^ ^ y)f^ snyRm y5t 

yTTTpft I yiy ^ yRylviniy fiift^/^tailsM ii 3i4ty y5t/?M t smyr wi-wi y? ysy 

^T^frRm ^Ry>R 3 t4R^ m^nor rjrt srRiRyy, 1953 ^ syfty M ^ y^t ynfryRt y^ Riy 
3RI cqyi^i w Ryn~M?ff yy ^ 1.3.2 ^ ^ yRcn t R’ wiaRfl 4 ygoyi y> 
fcTf^yyy ^ RyiTf44?T. 2004 ufr mm 30 Ryf^ 31 yr4 2005 4 3iRf^|^ Ryj 
wi-wi yy w ^Rf?f, y^iyRR Rn# afR y?T y? y^ ^ yyicH yR Ml eWy^lf ^ 
y^ MRct yR4 yy ynRicr yM afty ^ yRMyiaff.^ 4) yi?T Ml yfeyi 4 ^ 
^ yyyypT ^4 yM ^ ^ ^1 ^4344141 4 2008 ^ y^ ^ 

yy 41 Mr m aiR yryr an 4 MtM?i anf^^lily^ ^ yM 4 ^ yf ?T. ■ 

(xii) . f?T yiRlyyRT 4 wr ytyr fc?4yHyr y^ ci^yH 1cf144;3 (WiantiM) 4 y^ RmlRy Ml 

mpj yiyy? mm m y^ f^Mi m yy czirsutM M t i 4 yyy aiM 4 

4^ ajT yclyiy eiiyy uryr yyieRP yMl y4 vjyjyy ^ 4 ypyyi y41 441 f RiM 
y? yryy? OTm ^ aiM yrar ai^ yR4 4 M Mi yw Myy^ y^wr 
t Rrt 4 t44^ 4 yfMPT 4 ^ yR4 # y^ yR^ ^ Ryj ^fMRd yryty arycir rr 

y51 3i4eTT > 3 ttjci''? yiyraTl yy yp'kin yR4 ^ Riy yyiciyt 4 c^^TcTcTT w 4 ^ Riy yyidcn y4 


.2919GI/09-6 
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^ TcrH 3^ anw ^ ■^. erg ctht 5 ^ 

3T^, IIF ^3T£ff^ 3J#T enicTT ^ FcflrHlf^O | 

% t 5^ ^ »wi. 2008 ^ ct^ 

^ ^ ^ mi^. ^ ^ 2008 ^ ^ r^f^cT yfcm^ eoft 

^ ^ 2005 ^ ^ ^ ^ 11 

(xiii). imr^ ^ 3 ff^ yrar ^r^or ^ iftrmfIcT ^ ^ ^mRmi ^ 

^ A «TW TcT7 ^ ^ ^ y^ f^rar w sn i 

2008 i> f^5{ll(^M A JfHy) emcTT ^ ^ W1^ ^ ‘^cf STiRfT ^ 

^ arMR yypT %\ ^ ^ 

3?2hjyf cT^ ^ cTT^ ^ yrr wn ym yr^ ewcrr ad^ ^ y| ^ i cmd^t, 
y^rfW ipf\ ^ 3rT^#^t^ d yffW ^mi yn?? ernm ^ 3d^ lY i ur ^ ^ y? y^ ynm 

t, yM^ 30 yd ^ fcdf^qui ^ sn^v^Y^MIycf sm w a^yifYa rd ywy ^ yry t. 

yyy^3rr^#^t d y?j^ WRci y?^ ^ yR^ ^fey^H ^Ydi ^ wm t ^ yf^ 

d y^ KiyfRy ^fm 1^ yyryr gldy?^ i ?tp; ^ t ^ ^ dlyw?y>f ^ 
^ ^ yypyi ^ d dtyfyl^ vRcw g’'?yr^ ^ yt^ d ymrym yr^^ ypry> 

SRcfT ^ 3li^ 

(xiv) . RPiR« y)^ rnn ?nycT ww 2005 ^ y^c^^ f^?npr^ ^1 ^ 2.4.1 d\ 

y^ yyt ^ yfctynyd yit ?y^ yj^ c^ un^ yr^ yywt c^ yi^ d m^\ 
ti ^ yyto ^ yf%y yi^ y?T^!y yyd yr^ ^ ycfyry dWf ^ yc^ d yyykyy ^ 
y^r^ t?r%y yfWy^ 3r^?if%cT yft 3fk 5 ^ m\^ ^gsny f^-f^rd?ff ^ 

^ 2.4.1 d ^^^ £^5!icidi ^ ^ fiiy ^t^ty?f y>rd~yYR fly^^ ^ 1 

^ ef^Hdl ^ yf^HM«hl yy gyted^ yyd ym w ymrf^ ?ry^3d ^ ^ 'jft f^i 
ynm t, ^ #!y>t^ ^f^^y^ c^ yryy? ^fey^ ^ytcff^ y?r ^yyryyiy ^ w^ 

y>t 3yy9yy>m % 1 yy^air^^ yiy^ d yHy> angifer ^fecdYy ?yt^ y^ ^ fl# ^ 
d fcTl^RT #m yyiyjyd ^ yysr f^R-f^ W d, ^ nYzRs^Ryd ^ ypry^ ^ 

ardtyRtn yy m 1 yy yMyyr d yryyi y^ w\ yRR ^ ^ f^Y 3iY? fcT^ 

OTy ^ afyry d» yyy^ strih t i am: yifte^y yy yy t ^ yfer y^ yry^ d dt 
y^ ^ ^ yfcfyryyjf y^t ypM yY l^ter wt ^ Tdto yRY §y f#y fYsy 
yyY y>t yRo^ t ^fk yRmryyY yy sn^rkcr yrf^ ^fey^M ^ yrUyt 

ajrM^tdtyry ^ wr^ Y dt, y? eoo d^o yY ym cRfi^ ^ fdyym m yfYai Y fYmrkcr 
%yT w. Bpm ymr ^ ar^Yy y^ ^ ^YRimymTy> ^ fYY?r ^ myf ^ y5Ry M 'Y 
y^ ^rymr 1 1 am: y^ Y ksRm ^ y^YyyR y^ ^ yY yyrY ^ yiyy> 
^feyY^ afffr^ yRR ermyrw yYm anyR afk #Tcf yyicfy^ aiyY mcRfra fY^ yY y?^ 
yY^ ^yR ^ Y yyy 1 2005 ^ y^ey? R^nfYd^r md, 2010 cTy> ^ay ^ f^' Yy f 1 
yy yffeY Y y^ MYcT yRY fYfy ym^ ^feoYor ?yRy yRY ^Y 
fY?TTfYY?it yY ytyRi Y^Y yy am^R fY<Yyi yYfY) ayrnR y?jc^ fY?iiPiY?[l itrt amiyfYy f 1 
y^ Y^ y^ l^7TTfYd?Y ^Y M tY ^ Y ?ytM yY yncY t cY anfYI^ ^ fcfy y?j?y>' 
ymtp ^Yyyy^ 3i#y yRyl^ci fYmr yy wn ti yryy? lYyyy^ yy? Y?cr (yiRm) ^feyYuy t 
yylfY) y? ywcry^ fY?ty yY yrmf^ymrsY xjY ir? Y fYyyRT y^Y yY yyny yy^m ^ ^jYWRy 
yryyY aik yR^mf^ ^yytfYmf ^ ^ Y y^^ fY^Ry yRY ^ Rr: arw ^yR«T 

yRymr ti yry^ ^l^yY^ ^ y ^YyR ^g?;^ yyienp yY ^t #it aYY^ yR-oRymr <Y ym yx 
af^Rmr yY ^m ^fYtyyr y^ yRY |y ^ytyyraY ^ M yY Yt yRyr 1 yryy^ lY'ry^ Y 
^?TRyT Y ^yR ^ ^Y Rr y^rmry? Yt ytRirllcf ^ afR fYY?T ir amY yfcBm y^ ^ ^ R?k’ 
yiyyj" aiyyr 'RI^ yY arYarr vmTyr ymiaY yy y^yy 1 araryi. ymiaY cY yyY afR 
yyicHH ^ ymyT ymy yRYyyraY aiR ayyR cfY yy^ ^rayr gtyi 1 

(xv) . ^Y^yy ^gyyr^ Y y? ym ^ ^ ^rmY ar^ t % yrarfYy^ Rmr. yY ay^yYYYYyR ^ YrYt y^ 

I, #3M^ afR yyytyyr m^ym, ^ RrY?T cY ^ ^ cY yyyy yRytaryT ^Y yRfY^ yy^i Y 
y^ Y yp aiRfcp ^ #y 1 1 cg?5 yyytyyr araiRr^viYt Y ^ Y^m y^ Y y^Y Rr yiiY yY 




^iift ^ ipi fem ^ ti ^ ^ ^ iiKPi*- ^ ^ «T, ^ 

fiiM ato ^R * ^ ^ #iiftn a^ <pft >« smi^t 3 r Ran! a9«, 5«^ Rom 

%qa ararat wi SRI aw Rftt wiiw * 

SToUfra rRiiam aft w * RW RR'"’ WR RRRi SR* RR W.jr* RW ^ 
f^WcU WcT ^1 

™ aifiww aft RW # f* waftfft * aWllm lift* rSr ^ ^ 

aa iftaa* asn aasaai ti ai#iai aafit ft B^iiai ^fe R*ti«m’iR-i ~ 

t aiina RmaRSift * as^i^anai a^w 

cfPRT ^ 31^ eVii 1 

aro ste*lR aitftai a^ aaisai aft aiailfta aiaft * 

^t^^aaWt ftSaftaiR vmm aRarai. t ga R# ^ ^ 
rsaraTa^ aft aiT^^ ^ srr ft i SR 

S Tl^' ?5 KiSrTSi If^^clf R^a ^^ ^ 

aft aiaft ft SR Rat R Rwa Raft la aaiftt 3a ^ afife ft«n an aiRR ? I 

rftafttaiaasRRft^ftftiRfftaRSiR'^ *“Z 
iiRRl t anna aa Mftn RRR s^RRJ'^^'^ 

rjL’ '»s?ri 

5f * t * 

tqn^ ^ ^ I 
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V- _ _ _ _ ___ ^ 

3I#=I qoH =?jra aib Site (%gi sjn 

ZJTIZT ^ 95^1 qf ^ i3wi sm, fe ff«H 

SS KTf * - * *’ ■>' -* e "* «- *..'.. 

^ ^ 94 ft-OTt !mr< cKfci =;.vri ^1 ijfie nf^p-., 

W9T ^ 9 4 9^ cITO t . ?^lfcl>} iPlRf 99 9l5l ipl ipij qiA A fei a%^ tm^ 

I aT^J41>;ri ^ y ff ww ^ am 99 OT^I ?fa >.. v-^ gg^^n ^ (^ L 

ft 9 t 4 -CBI fir^H ft!9i e I #aWt€t ^ ^ 

ft 9m ^ ft! 91 ; a#* ^ 39^ ^ 5^ -j;, 4 mm 

9ft 94^ 55 ^ sfOT 4 ft9i 9iim f fit •ftrA 9 ^ aa arnftd 

ss ;;r«: jri 


(xviii). (cF)}, 


H 


t^O. 


M- 


>2^ pt ^ 9>99T 9raft^ # ftnro 9g?<p si Wv^ q, 

-J... qftwrt^-t 9. wm 9^ «t ■«) 1335.20 9>5te 92 3R9m 

emrai .-jitiftM nmrat ^ fti- ^ sin! 99 aR4W» qftwfi^ * 

68,64 912ft aft 90 1266.67 9ftt? 2lft 9St 9^ 9fti9ftT4f 99 2ft49 ?nftc, g | 

a4^ft!<2 ST2r ftift'ift 2R4t 5l2Jt992 9S) fWl^ ^ 991 mi t ft ai^nifttlftira 9121 
^ |a M6I cmi ^ 2^, W 712.50 912te 

S ?2^ Z' ™ ^ afTHf 4 2i9ft<, 22, 144.60 mte ftwft 

Sit 4^ f '"’ w3fit9Ktlai m 9T9TIP aftftod 

nraijft 212T9®a # ftre^ ai^SWlm 5Ri a^ififta fipm mn 11 

ai^4ftM>m ?Ri 9191^3 ijift am 2129199 92 

^ 1^ Iftft f I W4 4 90 889.4 

^ ^ tiil!-' 'SB ftftc, IJ^ am SPITfilRT ft9I ^1 5,21 90 37713 

S^r ^ ^ 9ft 90 270.14 912ft 

21^21 <m tl ^aWftt 4 ftift, ftmi t ft 49 m 9114919 asioi aimq.i 292 9 
52rfft9 gft 2imiftT 9# ftmTTOt I 'li ■IIJINI 2,12 6 

aftSira ^ ^ ai-M4Mfta jrqr ajtoftci ,{41 ainti 

* 42Srt^ asiclT 2t3iMftt ST2r ,j4w: SfOlfta 9^1 951 W 2I912ft\ I ft-9r 
^T^ftmr W # ft 249W 9ftm 4 2rf ft9T 9,K!9T 99tft aftlUctftl 94 L tli, 
^ Fafif^ 'MET 4, 9?f 9? 9te 91291 9124491 ftiT ft' 2f1a1tM 4 9?ft 
99lfta ft OT t ft ft9 99 299 9229 l4 31^2TR 2{ft9 951 91,4 9ft1 #aTa1 <4 a^2 11 
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W t! 

(xix) . ^ ^ t an^#^ OTT^T 5 ^ 3 j^ ^Jg f^tqofr ‘.i^t <jfT Wdi&i t 1^' 

^ ^ ^jyft afr? «jsf (^^pir ^ ^'4ISlcr g^-^f ^ 

aff? wm ^ bMI I ^ am^ q^i i6 2009 j«t<i 

qif^rw ^ 4? arr^TT ^ qrf^ ^ ^ arg^r ani ar^^fir ^ aii^M^ 
irg^ q? ^ ^ 4 qw ^ an#-M ^ an'^ qr^ arcRf^ Hi?qt ^ ■'fPf ^ 
qqR# ^ qjfeq WeT?Tr q^ qi ^ 11 q? qi^Jq^ aq^q^t^t^tqef ^ a?^ m 
^ qq t qqff^ aTT^#^t^ ^ q c^ 3fR#tM ^ qtfqH qicnqiq ^ q5t 
qjt uTTcft t ajf^ ^Hdi^H q^ ^ qiHfq ^ qtcffcRiq q^t w <# q?WT ^ ar^aq ^ q^ qfRft 
t, antqfrMq^ gnr q^rm w t. qq qffe an^ q5t qtutqr qqi^ qn^ »^qdi^q ^ q^ 
qq^iSJ qq cqq^m q^t gqqtte q^ i 1^ f^lfifq eir?^ q^t ^ q5i 3qq?qq>cTT ^ I 

(xx) . qq^ qqf t aT#T, anfaftMq^ gM ^ qq ar^qpff ^ f^Rqq f^f^ f^i w t- 

(q>). an’IaftiMqd gM argqiftq qrmqm q4 2010 ^ 478000 q^ 2011 ^ sasooo 

afhj qif 2012 ^ 684456 113 ?^ qqf ^ f^, an^^^wiq^ ^ 30 qqf ^ wq 10 

qf^ qjt ^ qq af^qjq' erqM 11 mim ijqfgHH ^ qqr q[dT t % ^ffcncRq qj^q^ 
^ qrqr ^ c^qqq 29 qf^ ^ qftf^ an^afiRM ^ UBter qcfqrq m\m yHr^d ^ 
^ q|cT wqr ti ant^^iMqeT ^ ^ i^qr t f^ an^^M^ qrarf^Jqj cflR q^ 
qlcTfqqq ^ arrq#! q>^ ^ qqiqr qqr t ai^ mm argqrq chldWl q^fq ^ 
q?te qidMici ^ aimr? qq qto qRcftq q^r^ ^ qteqq qq ^ qq 
aTTEnt^ 11 qjt#q q^qq ^ ^ qmqfit c?iq?r q>t t f^ an^qM^t yqid^l’ qmfter: 

qtqfcRq ^q ^ qjq ^ qjqqr t ajtq qrmqrq gqf^qnT qq qff ti 
qq^ c^ q^^qqrq, qiciiqid gcilgHH afR q^qqq ^ aigniPid f|q^, ^qnf^ 
an^^ft^Wtw giqr ^|qq qqi t. qq ^ toq ter qqr 1 1 

^-qtcriqqn q^ ^ an^lVMq^ giqr ^ qq argqfq qq# f qmiqm ar^qjqq 
^ qRqif^d 20 qjfe aftq 40 qfre amjiq/f^Jq qfq^' qq 50 : 50 1 i aqqiM 

UtiicfHli qq q^ 2007-08 affq 2008-09 ^ q?f#q qcnq qq %-qJqTqcTq q^ M ^ 
qiwRq> ^ ?tq>arq q? ^ qqr t qrqqit ^ ar^qm emq 1.28 an i 
qrq ^ qiwf^q? an^ ^ i^R 2o'/4o‘ q^ qq q^ arft^ q>q^ qq 

qrqr qqr 2 TT, qq an^aM^jd ^ qq> qqqR qqrq aq argqrf# qrarq 
qi^ #q qqf ^ ql?nqq^ qrararf ^ 40 ' ^tqqt q5t q^ qRn ^ q^i^qqR 1.50 ^ qiqqf 
^tf^ar^qrcT qq 1 1 

6icii(4> q? q#Tq csR^ei) qq oih|^ qit f^qq an qfqqiT. yq^ qTc#rq qi<i fii*idi PiyfRci 
q?# ^ 2008 ^ aqq# q^ ^ M# tipl 1.3 1 1 3R 

qj^ ef^ddf A ^ tipi 31^ efqqq 1 . 3 11 an^uM^ IHTT qf^q^f^d 40 ^ 
qj ftq=^ ^ arqnqj fM giqr q^ q5t q^ 1 1 aicr; arm ^ 
ai^jqpTli ^ f^ ^-qtqrqq M ^ anJH gw q5t q^or 1.3 

m qRqcfd cirg^ qjq^ |q qwtfeq qSt q^ t qfff^ an^v^t^^Wtw gw afq^ 1.5 ^ 

ai^qicT ^ ajRqfrrft^ ^ 1^ qM 1^ qq qrqqte’ ^ Rrq>^ 11 t 

an^qM^W 5 W argqiRm ^ q^q ^ qididid ar^qq qfqrltSm qf qq t qqg 
^-qtcrmqq M ^ qlq# q^ tm ^ qqwq fSqr qqr t i qRwqqqqjq, any qq 
argqpfq ’ft q^ftl^ qqi 1 1 

qg an^qfr^rttqd q? 11^ qg qRq# q>R^ ft qgcqq^ Rrq^ ^ ft 

q^ R«iiP r ^!? ft ^ ai^qR qqje^ qft ai^^ qft ^qftteq qq qwm qR fywqq fft?^qq 
ft fftw/wqq qw^ q^ qRr^ qqjq q#qT; 
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(■? 5 ). ^ 3 rra ^ ^ orc^t ana m -r^ t 

t TOTr/#eHT t: 

■^T<?Ts| ^ ^vr 3T^ftfcT w. »t 

wn/'Sl^ ^ f I \ fcrf^ 

^^1^5 ^ ^ tR amj ^ f^'FqcT W. \ 3fTRi?RM ytTT^t ^ 

SljM'lf^cl cRta ^ T? XI2TT aj-^qiPrd 3 Tm T? t i 

3 TR”viM^ ^ cJ?fiTH ?Tarr HkrdH ^tVIRT 3 fk ^ 

y^ vif^ 3 mTR T? W% ter 11 ^ "c^ y^fpr 4 

wn/#cRT cmr ^terr ^ w? ^ f^ ^h^'ct ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ W^] 11 yf^iHWM, ^[^“cT ^ 

y^ 40 ' ^ 40 ’ ^ 3 lto C^ ^ ^ 20 ' 9 WF: 1 . 

5 #? 2.0 f^tRcT f^ wt I 3 FFJ ^ W<^ ^ 

wry ^ yym y? f^ w ti 

(y) yR^Mcft ^ cfi-ta y^ypT ^ ^ yr^ yi^ yy^ ^ 

ijR^cn c^ ijafy? g^- RmfRtf y^ w 1 1 ^ yjy y^'R yri 

yy? y%yy ii 1^ yynf^ Tf ^ yyyy ^ §y ^ f^y ymrRy 

i^yr 1 1 yyrt^, y yppr ^ 3y|#^ yiyiym Tt^ f^yr t y ^ yi^ yi^ 

^ ^ yr^ yy> yrniyry yryy yy^ ^ ^ yi^ yyif^ yry y^ mi 

y^ ft 

y? t ymT^'jeFra y^ry ^ A Ry yryiyry ymiy y^i ym^Ty 30 
yter t! y1^ w^r y? y^ yffer MAt^ yy gpy y 5 t y^ t 

^ ^ ^ ytyery ^ ity-yprtyyy y^ yy oth e yf^ry 11 yi^oM^flyy gryi 
y^ siR y^' yy^ c^ yyyy, y? arjyry ermyr yyr t ^-ylyfcRy yy e 
yf^yy oy^yM^ ^ y^yy yii ^ ^ ^ yy^ y^ yVai ypy yty 1 yi^u^Mycf 
gyyiy sr^y wz ^ y^yy yr^ yy^ wycry ^ 1^ f^tRy y^iy yy yy yr^R 
fy yrycry ^ Rr 3 ny ?#fcF yR^ c^ Rfg arra sf^yryy ymrRry yyf 11 

(y) 1 w^ = yo 48 y?t RRpra yy yy Ryiy y^y^f gy. 3 F[^RRc 5 RKyy yryr sf^iRrt. 

yf^ ^yRfy ^ ^ny yyi^ yt t m 3 rf!it<R yRiy = yo 48.5225 y^ yyRry 

RRPra yy yy f^iy yR^ sm sr^yry ymtRy f^'yi yyf 1 

(y.). 3TT|yM^ yyiiH^ ^ Rpi, ^kcF arr^^MitF^ ^ry ^ ypRnRR qy Ryiy tor 

yyiyi yyr f 1 RyrypSly yrR y^ # Rtf! sniofi'cMRH yryi m sr-jyrRy ypRnM ^ 
yt'HjT ofR cR 2010 ^ Rpf af'^Rm yRro ^y yy Ryyry R^ yyi 11 yrRryR^r 
M 2009-10 ^ Rycyy ptR yi^ y^' yprat y^ Rjy 5.8 yR?m yy yiRy^ ^ yyyyi 
yyR yy R^ Rptt t i M R^ y^^RiRR y^ ?yT^ ^Tyy ^li yrf^ ^ y^ 
2011 3 ity 2012 Ry? 5.8 yR^y yy yfiRy y^ y^ 1 1 

(y). aiTyyfryftcft A yyieRt y^ ypy 17 ^'yFi'^r uR ^ yyy>i y^ aiRyicf c^yi^ 

sy^yfl^RTcF SHF Ryp^ '^yy yy sr^yn eryiyi yyi ti ^ oyyyft#^ yyMy 
yy oTMRy 5^, ^Rfy y? A y^epft ^ Rry T^y; ypyRyf R yyyryr 

1 1 3 iyyR y^ Rtityrir g; 2008 ^ Ryti-R^?! a yR yy 

yRiyjyyF Ryfer y^ f! ^ 30 2009 ^ yr^yR '^yy 

y 5 \ R 2008 R R?itRM A RtitRy yRyryRt yy tey R^yi yy yryjcTT t yRR y^ 
3 iRy^l<f]R ^ ijyRy yyry RpffRcf tyy “4 ^i yry^ 1 1 cfs^iiR. R^Ryi^i ^ gqi^ry 
Riy, 12 ^cb i jyi yR yyyyrsytyM 3 fry RyrRfl y^ yiPel RR 

sryj yy^yy Rfeft R Riy y^^ ^rR^it ^ stjh^ Rot'^ viyRy R ttr R sfrafy 
yy RoTcft cf^T FjyRy ^^fcmTRcF Ryr pt 1 1 
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^ 2010 ^ ^ f^c^t 45t cTFlcT ^0 9.90 t M 

3ntvjM%Icf EfRT ^0 6.87 ^Ttrf^ ^ ^ 3jmR tR 3fk 5.8 ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^0 7.27 A witi^ I%2IT w 11 ^ f^, HW ^ 

<ll(^ct) ^ vjf^f^d R'^K RjTfT W 11 

(^). ^RT ^RdlRd |eH 45t cfFTcT ^0 71.70 t yTifRj 

^ 3Ts 5^T ftR ^ eTTRT gRT ^0 38 irfcT f^ ^ W 11 ^ 

RjJc^^u] ^ ^ ^ ^ C^ m ^ ^ 3TraR ^ ^ 2010 ^ 

'^R^cliRd ^EH dMId ^0 38.19 5ff^ fefS^ f I 

(yT). ^{{|W>)fcl ^RisSt 2.50 ^ ^ ^ ?RI ^ 150 ^ ^ 

^^R4 R Rr^T Wm 4jT eFTRJT W t\ IRT ^ aTJifB ^ R^ 

RR^t ^ Rw^ w ti 

{??). 31I^Gff€l4RR ^ 90 •>|pr ^ feR ^ RrR 4^T 3f^HH ePTRIT t i A WTTT 

t Rj 3n^vife4Rc3 ^ 3fT«rRcT ^ M 48.80 ’Jpl 3n^#€[^ ^ Mallei'll ^ fcR 
11 5^TfeR. gRT «R^R"d RsiR ^ iliqR 48.80 ^4^ ^ fcR RrR ^ 

3T5*TH ePTM W tl 

( ) ^ 2010 ^ Rr 3IT^yM%c3 gRT ^0 534 HR3 ^ SI^HlRcT PREPT STR WTM vS^Rof^'f 

R?4m Rr?t w 11 2011 aj^ 2012 ^ fSi?, tj? ^ wnt ^ 10 mR?ici 

3 fR 13 iiR?rt (Rj ^ ^ at’^HrRd 45t t ^ ^ 45t ^ ^ ^ arfeto 

vd(d<^ rR ^l r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ait? 3f^»Rt ^jiR^j ^jt wpt Rrt w 

I ^ ^ ampni Pti^ R?^ ^ 2011 alt? 2012 ^ argrrRt ^jt 

^fRftRicT 4j?^ ^ Rr ^ 4 ^ 5.8 Rcrrt it 4 tR^ ^ ^ RtfR RjTir w 11 

(ct). vJt'HiR? xT^ n^ w t, ^ MR’dMfoi^t 4jT anl^^Rtt^ gRT ^ 7nT ??R ^ 
R^ RRtt ?mtERT ^ '^R^iRd RjTiT w 11 

aj^niRcT ?M'W ^ 30 R^ ^? RRet 5 ?t ^jpRr ^ <fjpR?f ^ ^ 45t 

^ f R> ^ ^ aiRt?T tfR^ ait? ufcR^iEjf 4>r ?TmT 4j?^ Rr 

4jt arfciRw afNR Rrit yfmr ti RRi? ^jT argwr ?mtR(T trjc <5 

R?TiR^ft ^ 3i^?n? ^ w w 11 a?^ ^ th?^ ^jt ^?^ y?iM^ 

yjT <j i R i R<J4) R^ t ^ 5?T4jT im ^ ^ ?Rt vjyTitoait y? ^ ^ 

?74>mi ?PTH apfWt m. 5nR^?R ^ Rany ?tRt^ RtR^ anR ^ ar^ 
eRddli ^ yM ^ ^ TirRar yR ^ ti 

fciR^ ^ Rr ’R RoR it mm m. ^ yrteRr 2005 it 
R?iTM9it ^ R4)i^H»tc5 titR^ yj?^ 30 RtcRsr 2008 ^ yyj arR?T yiRd Rpit 
ay art RRet ^ R?^ ^?fR»lifcRa!RyT^yaRy^ wRRyj yiKRnalt yyj^ 

yr<^ ^ yyt y? andciM)dt y?t ai^R yypf 11 

anfaft^t^tyar ^ ymel yaR ^ ar^'m?, an^^ ^ayj ^ ^ arfim ?iR ^ t 

alt? ??TfcR yjfjfycT ^ yRyjf^ 75^ ?pry ?^tyjR f^yr w 11 

an^aft^Rtyaf srt ar^yiRn y;gR alt? wiR y? Ran? Rjyr w t aft? ?^tyjR i\'^~^ 
^ oyy ^ ?RitRcT ai^yHt y? 2005 ^ R?iiR5^t ^ REftRy yjRy?f yRyiyy^ i} 
aiiEn? y? ar^yiRy Rjyr yyr 1 

vjqjtfd ?RitEH 'i aySty Rmtto ^ y^ 2010 ^ 1240.21 yR'fe, y^ 2011 ^0 1166.43 

yj^ aft? y’f 2012 ^ ?jo 1091.36 y>^ 11 
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r”- 

[ 

! Mio 


(xxi!. crafeff iraieRf ^ ^piRi)ur-i ^ c^i'ui 

f&crm ^?fr1^cT fcf)^7 JTTi f| Tr?fff&!cT efiTcT f^cROf -ii 1 ^ RK' ^ 

f^-^^m/^pTcT Rrcr^^fi 'm w? h- 

(^0 ^) 


yqrcR ^ 1 tRqcf 3ri^ (+) / (-) 

(^0 R) 1 {^0 R) 

fRqd srf^Rq (+) / qq? (-) qqr^ 
3Tiq ^ % q'q R 

mm 

3riR^/ 

qq% 

i 

2011 j 2012 i 2010 I 2011 

2012 

2010 i 2011 2012 

21064 r 244597 F}15824 1 F)12088 

i {-)8569 

(-)90.2% t {-)57.4% [ i-)35.6”/» 1 

H57‘,85% 


cTTR^'^T ’R >Rg{T ^ f Rf? ^Rf(T ciTTcf ^ 3f']RlR!‘U 

eRi q-< SFJRiRfq T^W\ 3T!T? ^ !%'n^ 'A^ 2010 'i) 2012 05 feo d^FFI 57.85 

yfcrmr ‘<jit oiHf? wr '^iku t \ sT'JfRti 'Frii-Ti ciPRi or; m;^’R> ^ 

q^t 2010 ^ 2012 tR 364.81 qi'F) cR SIRV^TTfiFl ^ 3r;J0M^(1 

R 57.85 qfrRr^ TRFR ?H I ^qt^rU^R W\^i qVjf ^PIT 

qf^m sqq^f^ ^ qqidq't ^ qqiql R i\W'f\ i 

#qrf^' vr^ RRqr qqr 1^, ^ ‘R yqw qR ifo fUR-l ^ fei^, 

RlTc^ OT q^ 3ra1^ 3TS?teT R RRqf qqi ^ 1 UrRor-i cR k’Fx 31^otRMi^'e1 

■^'frR 30 stj^tRict wqir^ qy RqR f^qf qqT 13ft7 3n^of|-<?rqiKR^ ^jrq qq sFjqio 
5,8 T7 cqq^ R qrf^ ^ qq^ ^Rfq q^^R q^RRui RRq qo R i 

q;?i ^ qt Ri qo 1059.28 tRt q^^^RqKqq'^ q^ ws Fddq q-ftiiRlq 

f^q] t. on^qM^kef ^ ?q^ ter w t, q^ 2010 R R^^k^ wR ^R faR q^uRFi Rt^^i 

^ q^' l^qr qqi t. STW T^fuRT qR^'cR R^n' t qfiRR 2015 qq^ ATjqrRsq qrarqiq 

q?t qR’'^ qqkf ^ Rq^n ti Tf^roRRoq, J|?q¥rq 3ik f^q'ilyiq 'r yRrdiq '^R 

qp^^Tiq qTr^qqq: ■>fRfT7Rf^ f^ qy ^! qf^ sr^mR^r qrary qrR^la ^Tq ^ Riq ^rqi 

>qq q^ct qi'57'^ t eft qtqiqRr '<^ Rqq qR5'^ ^RRrcq '1^ qRT ;?R JirRref q^'^q 

qq qrq qR FT/Clf 11 

3 qi yisRj tR Rrq^qwi ifl 3{-jdJqq^-ni qq f|q''fTi tl Riqq ^^ava y?jcq5 qq^ 

qiqfq 2013 iR 2015 tR feP? TcfqH ■'RR q'^li) A'i 12.09 ofR’?!':! q>T 3l1^RT 

qrqr q^kir t! q? % qRqr Rf>' qf^ qrqpq Mqq ow qisfR q^f Am yq’i 
qqi R 57,85 Pffcr?RT q^ ^ qqH qR qnrfl ^ Rt qq^I qq* qj 7rqRTq Uljcqj qR 3Rr7R qq 
3 T?Ttq 2013-2015 R 29.56 q^RTci qq q^T fRjqT onqT qilK' I q? x'^qqi^' ciiq7i qroT qiqfR ^ 

sfiiRRcfftR q^qcRd cR fei^ ^fmqR R qqR-qi?Tq R^aiqi R i 

tRRrtR arqqt ^ sr^qfcf-q'Wi qfRqnq qR ^ q^ Rhi^' w qR qR 3Tq(R (R (ef^ rfri oift y^ifR 
cR 3TtRq qcT qqRq anqqqqqrr 1993.5 q^Rq ar^qifRcT qR qR R afr'j 10 y[vi?K! qi wci q^q 
qq^ q^R fRqqi qRqrq ^ "qo 1577.13 q"R^ 1 1 

q?cf Wiq tRjTJ qq qq^ft R, qHq^ q'c^ tR SliRq -^roRq ^qq^qqcq [R^RfRf q^R cR leF,' qq 
qqr t tRt tgef qnq W'fq suci^qqqr cTFiq qw m^RR q^^ iitRq ^FjqiPtrf 'jioi^ci 
sTTq^qqqr ^q qR^H Req qj qRR qf^?qf tR tirt #fRq qR q;? R 1 

qprq? TgfR: 

(.xxii) afifqR-Mqqi qi^T RoR q^ qiqq q^cq ^ffti '<R R. (VqlRii%i ii^toq/sFpiFT eimv q^ 
f- 

(q) 3 ir^vRRR’RqF R 600 jReR qR cf^qT| q> m fR?qfRR?R R fRyfR'ei 
qfRqiqq ^.\\ q^R ^ 1195740 q? '^qkfq wc e!M?!f qi aqjqpf mm\ 1 
qfe^fRrq AVA^m w4 aFiFi off^oRcRRi^?! sixi snRqin iijR 
7Fn's qqrqi q> 7rqq ' -oos tR fR?nfRf?i'! R fRoiifR(! uf^fqqqR <R jj-jfr q^R yr^' 
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N. 


(’r). 


W- 

(5.). 

(^) 

( 0 ). 

N' 


(g). 


{ ) 


_ ^ WT? : 3ram r(0!_ - 

I •'‘8.80 ■'^iP ^ ^ ^ ^ 

2008 ii ^ f^rl^ff ^ 720 €lti^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

ul^HMch ’ ^ ^ 5.75 t^tfcHB ^ I 286 c?t^ ^ 

^ - 3Wir^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ t ^ ^ 2-28 ^ M 1 3T?f: 

aTHcTT ^I^TcT ^ cfMT ^f! 3lt? ^ ^c|W{ aWtTT 1195740 

c^t 7T^ tl 

q? ^ ^ 1^ ^ 8i#f Hpm ^ 

3 fk 5^q 811^ ^ vjqw^ an^vjftM^ ^ ^ h-tth 

cF^rf^, MH^i' qyj'Fq 3<l«}?q97ni ^ y^Y^iPt ^ f^, 

MW ^ ^ 3rmR ^ eHW ^ ^ 

31*1. iRraifet ft!!! 171! Il SiTiltT an^sit**!!?! SRIM?^ ^ 

7 c^ W f^'TT'ff 26-6 - 2009 ^ ^ W ^ ^ ^ 

W ^0 889 3 W tl ^ ^ 

w f^ 22 vjj5 2009 gKf q«^i ar^KiPTcf ^0 448,18 ^ ^ y 

% I \3^T^ ^ 3F#H WTq> ^ 3l#T ^ STT^M^cf 

gKF ^>0 1491.73 45^Y^ ^ «) 1497.98 ^4 11 

IFHl g5t fcfJT^ MW ^0 8 t 3lYf ^ MW ^ 38 

f^ XR 8{^TT& 4 ^ ti MW MH xi^ '4^ 

MW ^0 7.27 3ft? ?^0 38.19 ^ ^ ^gfWYcT cf5\ W 11 

antxMxftwi ifM 3»;jHiPid sir^^Mftlwr im w 

MW ft 31^*1 (f^ Rb4[ WT 11 

M^ ^ MW MTT xnsf^ ^ 31#1 48.80 ^ 

qqr-11 

wftw ^ 3lEftq WTM'1 M>TcT 3irs?3ft€tftrVt1 ^r Sl^iHlPlcI qo 29722 
^ ?50 30257 M-^ ft I 

?T?fti^ xjuft MW 7^ 16 Vfl^ ^ft^ Wf^cT XR ufcFMH ^0 23968 
M?^ ft I 


W qrfftqj ?N?4 snqMqW "qo 54225 M^ q? Sl^fftcT qft qft ft | 

tniRi traft * 31*1 inuT !* ijft aquiiw-iv 1S9 <( licni 4>t tl 

tf* aro 48f ’ertftti awtiftftinsicimftsii'f’fifiR'i^ gftinfei 45! >14 t. 

q# !3feltel cBR* * *, 44 felft ftf! 

:gftwfe! i#( ftjqi im anitn cm <t 4> ia qrai iR *3frtra alq anfarawi ^ 

^ 1^lT?rHT tHT MWH qftF fttcIT ft I 


3nM? qft 2010 ^ ^ MJIM 3W?qq>M ^ vy MilM ^ 

W 1 ^ ft 3 r^^ 5.8 ^rf^m ^ ^ eo uf^w ^ ^ t\j^ 

^ MilM qft ?MM ft 3.48 ^ q>?ft 1^ ^ 201^ 

2015 Mf> SlWcft qftt ^ MIftcT tor WT STT! cT??^^ ^ fjT' 
STWT ^ to qR^"to XTTW) WMft W1M ^ 

to "qMW qft f^xT%T ^ to ??tocr tor WT ft I 


2919G1/09—7 
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2010 2015 ■<^ qraraM 'fr-lch ^i'3]-!4 

^ ^0 2124.23 t} f^Rr4)l ■>50 1625.04 ^ I 

i.>-:?.iiiv 2008 cv f^-f^fr cpT 3r']*TrP!i4 <r^m fn^r^ 4 eiiT 

'ITT! ^rlT ■^, 3T^#RT 2005 y^Jc^' ST^i qRcf,^q-ei dl’OcI 

WH!' t> 31^1Ti ^ out tl TUcU g^ir/j q;^f>1 31£fiU 

ToiTy 3uuiuT?u ?fpm UFU sijJiu i^ylRcf toru <1 

Tiu-T. u■q'Ru■^:, f^iixrr g?t u| 11 

URi^fT qT TUralte UURU 3Trcr?TTUT TO 21037 Vifl cyuci qi^ 4Ul ^ 

mrTTcf qqUK^f ^ U 3,48 yfrr?RT C}?f ^ oTtnTu '^n i (TJiqj or'5^4Ta1'-V qfTFU 

^ yq>'R. UPTT 4U U?^ qu ^ 3Rlf^ U TU^RU U2Ti Wl 

q-. <-A T ^^1U yi^Rl A W'W 3fU-TR URT UJ RF[, t'T'U] UT ^ 

I^71U UIJ^ yFT cJR^ ^ i 

HiTcI fTU uq 7T?lVu cq#-! STT^^TWI ^ T T^v[ RR#J^!^I 

^ f^ifw 'TiUR u^jeU’ yy or^urf^ arra '4it mm t^u ^ f^ui uur I q^ 2010 to 
21037 cfRil Cf^ aP^Tf^ TOR<i aUU?WUT 4^ IRrTi^U qRj-T Wi 3lT?T^TU 

‘^Ri i^Eirfifo w ti ^ ^T, uu Tur t m 2010 ^ ar^fnl^n 

YMpq TurnTTcu aiRuM^ ^ y^ A tutuu 20 ^w\ RfT lU 

arf^u TT TUP?ft ti y?j^ w ar^uifYu auu utut ar^eF-TT-vi 

M 11 TITR Tf 2010 eTTT 2011 T 2015 TTT URf^lcI 

■C|tcRfi uul 4^ ^ 3.48 ul^mcf ^ ^ ^ 31tltU uVft I 

UU PI^rf^qT Knu 1% TUT t U^JeT UV yUTcTU) 

^ aRTRURTT ^ ufr T^T TTTRTr I 3 Uul UT^T y?J^' UT U. TTlf^RT TI 

irUTcUT T4ku4 RTU Tf TTxI 3 t 1^ 16 yl^?TcT olf^TUU TU'I 45 RUUU 10 

yf^ird Tf yt^RTU yuru 3 uul ^ tt 4 uul^rf ut^rpu uit arufi <A 
t i UTUcU TRjeT TTU gU, aU^cM'rUcI FUd: URf^T U^R yRldPT T 

(Tf^U-R ?0!>; TBdd 11 

u> yigtT^ '$ uru yg^ur amf^ yr^T y^5T aft^ t'^iUtu ou u'l 

TTUT 11 UU UTI^TTU aT';^iTT^ ^ f^^TU%TcU ^ Uyl^d 7URUI3rt ^ 

C>'{^ IJRiT'UO Ud ^ 11 3Tr|''r?1^c^l UU^UI qf^lf^d <3JTyR t\ riu 

t1 ttkt 'gu. urI^it u 20 yf^5RT cb't 'dUT^d Uq'i uf UTtff ail^ dyuiTfiail m 

TR Tf^' R'^ilTI V.1I TTdT i 

(Axiv). an^'TTfPliuR u Tc^u< eP^u?! fci^fRiu ufitHd yici'^'cTd atu 

ai-q dfrldeil cf; y^fiiy xf yi^'Tiyiafr ul aigqiR ugj TkIT y5'[ yRyToiq 

Rlf^d/RRllf^d TT^ TI ydlTU f4^Ul C \^H) 'CI^TiU'I f^FTi JRII §| 

(x.Nv). uiui'U •iif^ 7id t T^U'i uyf'^d yur^! aiuRcj-^ ueu tu u u^iiTji f^y ony^l aiW 
■)TRq?UT ■'luuTgf yTquf i\ f^y Riy^ t ay'^ifio^^TUR '-I ar^i>ciV! u dORy yii-jei 
TU1 'Tf fTT'cU ^70^ ^ imm Tt TRlU^ia T7U T! URTTU I 3U|ufUf[i?TyH tIRT 

yTUlUd ■'Uytou 2005 T yyj-T U IcTf'TRr: yield id 'qi aigUlF '^i 

aH5{'jT]r!iifiyR ’> 301^Ri it yr tr m i^iu t"! Ttuf^u ■'futisn yuuii urtnu w\ 'yei ifi 

11 m w\ 2005 yt y^^i^ f^nf^fr c^ 2,19,3 ^ ayjyiR udnu ^ ^ uil 11 

(xxvO. dyTTUai'! bUT f^rcirrd gUdl'dli ai1^ aTl|#M[ycI IIRI fctdRld uiuf^ldi qt Ry SUIR cA 
udivucT) m 15.75 yf^ m yrdil^i y?t M ^i uRifm 'i-^z It t^i yyieid yuRi 'zm yy 
OtiycTaiR) 11.75 yfvRTd ti uygdR, wlyriTal yRf fleiilcT giKU'fl a|y autott'MyR 
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e 2JR ■?? 3i^l1?f^ ^ ^ 11 

2005 ^ ^ ^ ^reRta (^.-UTVl IS I 

jfp, =5iwf 3ik M gffei ^ 'J5wm ^ ^ Wfei ftmr w ?, sn^aiera 

A ^ ^ ti 

(xxvii). ^ H'^T^'-fr/^^ ^ 3n^ iqiSg# tlf^ 

vm v'iKf ^ 3{T4TO^ -lit Irfi, "filtf^ i 

ftpfe ftmi w 11 -dg5^?, ^ W« ^ 

^^cf) a^llf^ 1 v54^^pR1 ^irPtc^ "^T? 5 ! 

3ntfr<!Wt^ ^ ^ ’i^ iStto 

,r^ te ^ f^, to’T 

™ ». - I- "Sfi™ U fiS 

3ntm V ^3«a cpt ^ p 4 fitwn !m ^ , 

.-jn^ift ys ftp; sn^pftM^w ^ wg TOnRg ?irt fnPW 3n n? s i 

h.fj.f^j A 3Fr^^ £^ sllc^'jf^ y?Jc4> ^ d<l’'t1^rcT ^ tcT*s 

*’'" '• 2S2^i^« 11 ^S *n 3mm ^ ^ wi 

^RT ^ 3nm ^ ^ ’ 

aK^ * fip; g^mi ^ M g^/^t S 3 

^ fire PggR mw fWfcr gigtii *1 20M ® ^ ^ 

g5,r« Pf ’?! l4f«<e gwii t PP g^^R ^ !WR '^^tf 

r^ ^ jpffeT fiPp PP «i =5ro-^rm g^m 

y t P? WJ gw it Wftp f?twi PPt tl 3TOg P^ .^^^L^-TfiT^ 
nraimwot ^ Pcmi ww 3frg gpfwiiftg PoR ww, 3nft ^ gitm gitf=rai ^ 

^ ^ ppp iJiPlclPfe P^ it f«P ftpp PP tt Pt^ J ^ 

ammti 3nt!?t^ ^ srarepfi ftP pp^J?^ ^icTp-^ Pt^ 

ai^ctMtpa g!Pp Jj,?!wPta m fiiP PWR 1 Pf^ p? me^ 

^ WFU wm 11 

^frtfitKi m it pmr/gsficHi artf^ jpg^ pp pwia ^ gt^R ^ 
pppprsni^ aw M gPPrat P PraX^ ^ sqgpg «i 

“-“i'rn 

SFjItfeT ^ STTl 3n1#M $ W'T <\W ■’ 

f^T lyiT tR f^rwi ^' 
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4\iii Hc>^r4iXj| civ f^ j) 

^ FRc[cR 'A ipi\<i\^ c^- f^lT ;^o 48/- cl?) r^pFTU '^v qv fXxIR fX'y! t I 
^ ‘{-TFn^ -^iirii f^[^iri| cT,: giif^a 

^ 1 #c^ = ^n 48,5225 1 3)r!ifin) vjfm •: 50 43.j:3 | 

V-V^ (fti'f^Ff ^ V^-tl^J ■efd^4 q)rf ci\ ^'l ?,'qr3;) ^ ST'Plf)) ‘aX 

^ f I MmP)0 f^Tnf'^ffT:? ^ t fcX tqPiFn ?jv i) .. 5rc^T?j 

^ Tftlfdd ^mm g>T qtrf) ^■J sncfttT^^ %[ '4 i q/f) cF f^4ff>c1 

5RJc^ ^ pf ^ f|-;x[ f^,j)) f^qi^^ciTc cA ftc:'3[fir4) cA f^qF axfl 

20 9f?m?T Vjtl' q?t uTl ?T4ici) f | ^TFpT qy y^qiq ’iAl 

4?t4H cf^ Wl ■Sr^FTf^cT TiViRc? 4?) 441 3TX'J-f'f’'I 4?^:'I t- i 


4f5T41'4 ^ cTS, IT^ ^ #4 44^4^ 4> ^xTcAq clVef q?'4T4 yHK 3?h 2005 4i 

^ A \T£m o^x^yl ^ f^ir f^qiJTcn f^xif^ri f^nr -iUf b^ 1 

(xxxi). 3)l§vjfl(fl41^^ ^ 3;1?1--;>n4i4l4 44 ») ifrfFi'H 26 ^ 4^l4f4 54b 

^ 45T44b 200 (lfc)7r(T ^ g55T[c[ ^ tl W') ^55 •'! y 54 [1^4 't 

44)^ 44TM 45iT5^ t i 


4? v4cvl'9 UPfft^T'T^^ t 1^4 44^4^ fcfPr^, ?.Fi'5e5j 5^b) 

35^^ 4^45 dfer) A 3Tfrr-3n?rP?}’4 4r^ ^ 4 m< 44 iftf^fJTR 

mR 44T 25 Sf^IcT ti 3jr^^€)%cT M SRiMRUf '4? 41^ j) 4rfT4[ ft 

1^55^ A 3inT4T[^ tT^? 4) # ATbnTfT ?) j 

(xxxii). 3iT^3))c?)iTlqc1 A 2.5 qfdT^cf ii gqSFRft aif^-STrqqir^j offt^y’) ^ f^fo 

55TFRJ ^FgRFr S’HXX {fid y55nf^T f?^qT f i 5'5f 5Nq A flTd fcho; -Jif-i cO 

4T4^ 3TT|^c?WKfei -) A y^rTTf^yr qft'ft 44[7ai yqfb: [^:y f I 

44^45 4^4?) -cFTScTT 44^ f^RF Oilfft A. 35)3^4)1 4:5>.iv) 

gT5T 3?f^niXRT "55irci 4?) 4T551|c|4) 4? 3n^R '>^T^5C[ yiTR v4)i5d %qi 441 ft I 

^R m n-b?iTf^cT ftwA\ ^ c^redi 

44^ sf^Hd ^ ^ cA ^]'i t I 

44-X5R) ^ ^ y^irb 4?) 45|^^ ‘5FR-#4i f?)q|[td 4)5ft ft) fftiq 

y5c4fftcT f^^iM) 4?X44 f^^-fft^?ff ^vg 5.8.3 STJbfR Tft) Ffft 4ft ft 1 2005 ft^ 
5f?l){^ 4^-544 f^Iif-^) eft 3FJ51R ypof^ 44lcr'!l X) fftf^ 3ifXrftaft)q^d 

ft) 47T44 A ?TT|Ttd 4?) 7n[ ft I 


(xxxiii). y?))d4 4)'^) eft ^’enf A. oTTb^MbTl ft) fftfi;! 34ft4i)>f!ft)Vd y-yrf[-vf 

31f^f^ 3|15 iftqcf ^4T5 TfCT 3^5 SPjefteFT tRlft) ft) fftftr ft)£rTj7d 4>5n[ ft i 

5l?f)f^(T 455Iifft5[ ft 3,TXMft)4R ft 50 Sffttftqft ;<r6T5 yrft cftft45 .q)) qv ft) f->Tf-.T/! 

5r4r5. 20’ 44ft;45 ^ft fftr^ 2 35ftfft4ft ^gfR5 3f)5 40' 4)ft'f5 ft) 4 3iftf54ft STRy 4?) 
45 ft 5I4)Tft 5RN ?TTfftc5 f^ Allft 441 45544 fft)"4T fti 34i|ufrcftfti4d 415! y54!{ft4 U?j(rb 
*gi4I ft4[ 44ft'15 fcftftft^ eft ‘45414 ft qail ft) 554T4 fti 44'c45 c;fft4e[ 

eft cRi3r4 ft wm<] Mfnq eft fd4 80 srftiftift ^4 cR 3ll5 20' 

4)ft45 4ft TTCFT^ eft Iftn- 1.50 ofttffteft) XfcR 'ft | ftfft) Tllfft'd (ftR) 4!!4 ft) i'c{F 45<:rif4d fti 
ft4T3ft eft v34'4l 44131) ft) 3Fjft4 45 314145 4ft Tft 4^4)1^44 ftqH' f, 1^X40 

SuXofteMV'd gRT 4574)44 5?R 1R cfl #4131) ft) f^l? ‘45 31^)!q‘(I eft: ‘ir^ ft| r^--i]^ft 
31V5 44^44 eft) 41^7^ 4ft 5)4Tft 41^ 4Rft 4ft 5t4144r 4bc) 4?ftcl4 cFd‘4R A> 3444 4 
?51 44 '514154 4M4I epj 3454R 4^ 444141 4!f 5144?ir j 



jHffl^ -OPT ti sn^^iSWi^ ■‘^ T5i ■fe'' *’^'■ f 

#5R ^ 3fi%f^ TOR # a^frft 5!I TOW *^1 p, 

H^I fip=, * ftp; a^rl aii^ -i*J « 

ftiftts, fimrai *^''^ i!m,B-, 

ftoft siW 5^ awi ^ irste ^ ^ 4 

^ wt f I 3BJ ftoft ^ ^ ^ ftafii amm ^ afft 

fet ft 4: IP! ft ftT! ar^aftMn;;! iftP ftti aftte t^( 

H^q ^ pteR --r^ fftm -rai «i arr^cWra ft q^ ft MR<i ^dw 

3n^#^ ^ Wf^ f^' ^ ^ ^' 

(xxxvv sn^ftWWftM SRI ^ ^ 

3n|qft€tftftci ft renftn a^ ft ftp; ftt^ '^q 

ft ^aixq aw># =f>R ^1 ^ ^ 

^TL ftftR qf fVn ftl ftro a;^M ft 3ni;qTi awM^I ft 
ant^ftldt ft ?n^l 

(xxxvi) qRftnP TCTO ft, 3n^ftftft<te ft arara ftftq^t ft fftift 

TO t OTi ftFrai aRftt#a ft gftqn #waft ft f-f 

ftliLq ft fep qqk sra ^cw «i 

^ wWaft SRI w t mi p™ 

^ «I ^tftHlw ft Ift toi If 
ijjJi ^rate Iftqilft w fftqr as wm t ifftfft W fttaftfttftt ft afiiftw ip 
^ tl 

UK upftra sRqi wftfftm imr fft ft ftRpi srph ^ 

^ ft ftftqft ft aftmi ftRiq ipqq ft ^ ^ 

,. 3^ aroqq qftqiq mi afn fft;^ smlft sift mi aiq -r aiaftfti ?i fiw. 

fft:^ aftft mm qnft ft arjim fti ft^a^^ft 

^ MRc[ 3r^ ^ cicta ^ ^Epr ^ ^ ^ 

^ 31^ ^ ^ tl 

qnpift ftt TO #« ft fern fft^rf ^ ^ S^trf rS'swlll 

f I iPRftt ft, ftmftr ftt qftqiq Ri®n w^iftildt aaicrq) * ram sinn 
Mfftii ftt ml tl 

qft aiiftlMiM q?iw WT t fft Wffta jialft mi ft ftr? ft mw sfftqa ft 
ftt amL SR* t ft m? ftiftn MS ft wi mimm ft ft 

, -I qnsft^ TOI Ciraftflmft ft aftm mRUt 11ft m? aniftftft ft ^waif aflu ftsiait w 

'’‘’“''"’•SiJKft^ aft ft ^ q~ s^qft » 

VRTO ftsnft#?! ft aftan nRft « fft ftftl sraraq ftftra ft ft?^ ^ 

ft4req afR iraftp rir ft mm Pwism ^ ms srem mfti 
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gRK ^ ip PPfc^ f) 

^ ^ ^ irjTTra 'fra'ff <\ sfl. \3c'4Kcf)nf rpi 

cTcd%^ ^ J yp'Wi 25 ^ ^rer $r-i 'r> Mricii ^ eft 

TTT^ C^ ^ ?iafT wr? ^f^el TIWR 5 yfrP’rd TTifi -jtcM ypIP '<^ 

-t I w^uft^WXeT iPT vrmry snf^rp ^^':^ v 

^ ?nte f^r w 11 ^ gtj igt^f^er t^yr -tiw. § fX A 5 

yfeTYT^ '^TyK^^ai t yrfTc^ n Xl i 

(xxxviii).3n^Mypf ^ PFfHT/FSHT, WytcRPI ^pXr! ^ fk' ^?t3M 3{rX 

f^fiR fm?T y»nX ^ y?pp ?nt^ l^qr t\ y'F?irf^ci yrXR 

i^sfr^i SRj y'? Rrd d 

^ 3Tt^ip nil Tf^ f t ^3dt[_ y??nf^ RRsrrt'dd ^yry r ted ^ 

W%i ^ d t sfR te tetedd ypimd d ^ ?iTd?f fte 

TrziT 11 d ^ fd^ ted t ^b" yni yyi t id 

dd ^lyi yyiy te yte i 


^nddddRi ^ tete^ ^li fddr imn] d site ^yyWnrs^ d t|^' d "cpr^ dted 
'^. te d 3 te-teH d fte '^’0 1 , 00,000 yf^ ^d dt ?ifdi:i ePid yrriry fdyr 11 

iild dd te Tie yntete ^gtaarf d tet tete fddf sr? wd d 

arrldTdteef d dter ^ fdter Tte d yrte ^ te wcpp d dttetd dt dd’d yd 
fted d R d tesTT dt ynd t d ywep d ste^d iPRi ^yte^r tet t 

yd da ayteoid d ^ d eftef tt dtea Tpd f i 

yfd'^dndya ^ y?aifcta ypr^ adoa a te d tet-ter-i d ite da d p^y '4 t 
a fd 'te tedra y^y? i 


'j'a yitey^ d yoyaar^d d y^na ^ a^dyar d ^4> d ipra''T yoroat d bX) d 
P! te yi< ys} 4 te d atefdiy d po i eiky yfd yer d yayyip 'y? ^y'jdte d 
d I yjd 3iitecitea yrnifdr y^ ^'yyaatettd yay d '^aria t ifn y? 

tecMv: q^r1 ^ fd yg yy^ yoRyy) yiyoia I. a-^aifya yy yr'^ittef d t yflld 
aydiyoT d d yy^^f yyrad d ija bR d d dd d yry da d oidfdiH d diy 
y^te bXtti 

(xxxix). ■yitedtepf d y? dtea yaiida fdyr t fd yaria ^ afedda d d^yay d f di^ 

iteddd d yoi d dyo: yrd yisTyr ate wdt d oa Xa d ad d'^d t y^a, 
afitedd gra y'^fite ^te yan aRdtea yd d adte ad telt ydy t abyyaia 
’■yia affftldR ad efiBdd yory atedddyef dt yyyra d Rdida yd r tete ad 
»a ^d dt ai^tet yyia yte f i ara; anddddypi d yy yy yad yy yftey 11 y^ 
yrldyy'y aiayii-yy-HiHdi anyR yy terad yyra cpyd d fdy aj hi dlda Rclyyteiy 
gyia yryd d fdy yy^rra d ytea yiyyia nfi “epy ycFaTi ufd r yiteyy dt iteiyd 
ally y;y d-t d cp?i aiiai t at dd yiyyia aiada difda fdy uiid yifoy aid Rthi 
fddi dyary d B'a yyiy d yy^a fdy ay Hite d cfa[^ ytd i 


(XL), ipy yrorfda yicyna apy ^fBiyeoat/fddi teayd d yyai-y r-iqiaa d arjor^ te t ad 
yydlita y^op: tey-fted'd yryoH teitfda fdy yy 11 

ifd'iryyyiH, atly a-/jy f^y yy cpiyjfi d affy 'yiaif teiy-dad d araR qy, ay Hiidyyui iPbrdidia 


anjai B: 


aii'^vjitdid d (dy adnia yyar-i di ^>Hdt aaiRT dt aitei d 2009 <!> ara clp 'oiid s^aia 
dt ayjHftl cit and! b^ 1 

aHiftedvd y yaidat d f^y yyaia ar^otfeta fdyr yyi ^ aftfd ai'^j^d^aa; vii da d aei^a fdai 
yyr § i atTlytrdtdt d fey pwa -od 2015 d aia cOp da t! 

^ yy, aryy^ 
[fteraa iil/4/i43/09-aRT.] 
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Iffem ^ ^ff^ToT ftfftlfe 

^f3i5T^ ^ ^?WT 
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^ 4?^ (snt^^t^t) ^ 7^413# 3ik ^gtoait ^ ^ if^ ^ 

i'^ yw WT11 

1. ^#Tnii<! 

oT 6[ rra5 3PJ??I 3m%n n f^Hf^Rdd #fr;~ 

(i) , ''3ji^v^tn41»id'‘ sf2iieT ?f%5:fT ^ w^<5 ^ f^nrfj^cT w wit sfk 
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(vii) . "an^#^' araricT kk i 

(viii). "ifei#?^' sfarfcT ^ w^ ^ k ^ WT Riy i T?^ k 

3IMTcT4j/kkcT4j ^ 4>kt k) I 
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(ii) . 
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(iv) , 
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(vi). 




(iiYV'ji HB iffa 3T?rcIT 'c^cTy' ti ''JIH ;'.-'-;?T^^I 'n':! ••■iT'^ '3y'-f'' 

i<T^.: To"f cF>i7ft/y'^c''Tx: sr^ita-Tn^f ^ l^in^rcT 'T ^cK' ‘Ti-;- .^*11 
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jj^i qfNifT^r^ y^iR y\yFy' i^ci xTy'-cn 'yfl^ yr sit el 'E'-iv' y 




(y/. 

(^). 

PT). 

(^). 

(y^). 

(^). 

(^). 


v^yifiyfTi eteftyfi ^^'i'Ffi in vsn^yy ■cf'^ypi cyi-' 

5{rs[yM%['R ly'erftPT aiyf^Tjt y? in'm \ 


l-rf; s^t yy-i 


■ysRyTy vJ^v^^ # yR 13,75 yf'^cT yii^' ^ i '^i xint-^fr^nilyci sir y’T^ yy 

RFTR Riy ^ 'efTT^ ^Vll i 

cnyfM ^ f^TRy ^3lt ^ ^ i\^ ^ ^ 2Q ^ ^ 31^ •7mra7TT3lt R 31^ 

yRuM ^ iR, yfr ^ ^ ^ ^Ryf^idf yiTRn i 

vsyifFRTTsft ^iRT ^ydiyl ^ 3iTfyfr^l%lR fETRl yrr^ y^ cirfRy y) io yry 

f^yi yyw i nsyft, ^ yiy^iH yiWi yy ^ 

srfSrf^fyy, i963 ^ RlPif^R;^ '^yry yiKi yn^ ^ y^ f^^yi ynyi ^ i 

cf^ ^ y^^ yRR wipy yj^ yyry yi eo y^yiy sifeB' y^ 

^ wif^ I 

^ yiy^ ^ yy yy 11 yyy yyyR w ^ i^y 

^ f, f^yryy yieTyiy-ny T-^yytyRR, sflR ^ny ^ yypRi yr^/y^RR yii rr yy y^iy^ 
yy RRgRB 7^ f^ Rr4t yyi^ Rf i 

f^ypRT 7^ yy^yR 7 ^ f^, y^yy ^ y^, Rt yryfiy yyry 'r' yy 3755 ?^ Rcyyyy ^y5 

ft^y RR^ yRTy ^'y>' yy m^rtf t, ^ '^iTRy ^ f^y yR#yy' y^iR y yry ^-i 1 

y^ ten ^ 31^ ^ 

inf\ /yj^ Ryryy yry ^ 1 

(vii). yy^yM^ y^ strRej yy^ Ry^ ^ srto f^RRi ^ yyy^sft yy g^iR .3RT yR^ y^ 3TTy?yyyTT 

y^ Ml 

(viii). M y^ ym snMMyor y^ yy ^gtasfr y^ 3r^yR^ sf^-m rrt41 ^ yyyR sf^rit srMMyR 

tR 3FRM fMt 3Ry yM ^ R?yT t ^ f^rfMyr y^ ^ My y^3frM yy M yy l^yyr 
rM ^ RTwar ^ 3nMMyeF ^ ^ yny^ffi 1 


(ix), M y^ Mf yyytyyr y^ ^ ^ yyyy y^ M ^ 3TfM RRra ^ M 

t yt R>o 1 , 00,000 yf^ Mr yM Mr 1 


7R Mtr ^ f^'y y?'Hi 



Additional 158.5 meters «f Q7 berth wlfti backup area contiguous to the RGCT 
berth to be made available to fICehaee >^4 the request of IGTPL at a nominal rate of 
Rs.1 per square meter per annum wibidct to 30% escalation after every 5 years.' 

(iv) . Licensee has to pSy royalty on a morthiy bans equivalent to 33.3% of the gross 

revenue earned. This Win not be factored in tariff computation as per the tariff 
guidelines of March 2005. 

(v) . The licensee has to take over 352 no. Of employees Of the licensor who are 

currently engaged at RGCf and they vould continue to be on deputation to IGTPL 
as bhg as they fUn RGCT. 

(vl). The licensee has to develop R<^T fO har^Me 400.000 TEUs by the end of 6^^ year 
if the licensee does not corhfffdhoe construCtior! of ICTT before e)q)iry of 6 years 
from the date of operation of RGCT. 

(vii). At the end of RQCt project period, the Licensee has an option to hand over the 
licensor’s equipment agath^ the compensation payable by the Licensor as 
stipulated in the L.A. 

(viii). The LA allows concurrent operation by the .*4^TI^L at ICTT and RGCT for a 
maximum period of two years sut^ect to mutual agreerildfft with the COPT, 
tix). (a). At the time of commencement of cxmimercial operations of ICTT, berth 
tehgth riot less thin 600 mtrs. shall be provided by the IGTPL with 
adequate equiprherit ihd CipsbHKids commensurate with the traffic. 

(b). Based on actual built -up of traffic the Licensee shall augment the facilities 
and capacity of ICTT by adding berths and supporting equipment to phase 
I of ICTT as required to handle the actual traffic. * 

(x>. (a). In respect of ICTT project site, an area upto 60 hectares for terminal 

development to be allotted to IGTPL and upto 10 hectares for berth 
construction at a nominal rate of Re.1/- per square metre per annum 
subject to 30% escalation after every 5 years; 

(b) . Additional area (10 hectares) will be allotted by COPT as requested by the 

Licensee for tennrnai development at a concessional rate of R8.25/- per 
square metre subject to 30% escalation after every 5 years; 

(c) . The LA also stipulates allotment of 10 hectares of land for development of 

railway sidings and associated requirements contiguous to the terminal 
area of ICTT at nominal rate of Re.lA per square metre per annum, subject 
to 30% escalation after every 5 years. 

(xl). At all times during the operation of ICTT, productivity Is to be maintained at 
minimum 25 moves per hour. 

(xii). The berths (except dedicated feeder berths) Shall be designed for a minimum 
dredged depth of 16 metres for receiving vessels not less than 8000 TEUs. 

3.1. While fixing the initial tariff of IGTPL when It commenced its operations at the 

RGCT, the following assumptions were made in the Order of October 2005: 

(i) . Though the BOT agreement allows the licensee to operate at the RGCT for a 

maximum period of 8 years and 6 months, the IGTPL had firmly mfiintained that it 
will operate RGCT for 4 years only and thereafter shift to ICTT, The COPT had 
also confirmed that the LA does not put any restrictions on early migration. 

In view of the above position, the capital cost of assets taken over from the COPT 
were spread over the project period at RGCT of 4 years. (While doing so, the 
residua) value payable by the COPT at the end of fourth year when equipment 
would revert back to COPT was excluded from the ^pital cost) 

(ii) . Likewise, preliminary expense was also amortised over the project period of the 

RGCT i.e. 4 years. 


2919GI/09-10 




74 


[Part III —Sec, 4] 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


3 2 Based on the defidt reflected in the cost statement, this Authority approved 

graded increase irt the tariff of COPT which was earlier adopted as the interim tariff. 


PeriiSd 

% increase in tariff _ j 

November 2005 to 31 March 2007 

10% Increase over the Interim tariff approved earlier_i 

' Frorn April 2007 to 31 March 2008 

8% Increase over the tariff increase allowed in first stage \ 

November 2005 to Marc^ 2008 

Flat increase of 50% approved in the storage charge j 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates of COPT _ J 


3 3 The Order ^longwith the Scale of Rates was notified in the Gazette of India on 17 

October 2005 vide Gazette No.145. The validity of SOR was prescribed till 31 March 2008. 


3 4 The validity of the SOR of the IGTPL has been extended a couple of times and the 

validity of the existing SOR has been extended till 30 September 2009 vide Order 
IMo.TAMP/ 34/2005-IGTPL dated 17 June 2009. 


4 -I The IGTPL has vide its letter dated 23 April 2008 filed a proposal for revision in its 

SCR. It has subsequently forwarded the draft proposed Scale of Rates vide its letter dated 13 

May 2008. 

4 2 The highlight of the original proposal is given below: 


(A). Cost Statement: 

(i). Traffic; - The actual traffic handled and the income earned at the existing tariff for 
the years 2005-06 to 2007-08 and projections for the next three years 2008-09 to 
2010-11 is tabulated below: 


Year 

Traffic 
(in TEUs) 

Income 
(Rs. in lakhs) 

2005-06 (Actuals) 

201178 

6148 

2006-07 (Actuals) 

226171 

7227 

2007-08 (Actuals) 

253761 

7788 

2008-09 (estimated) 

285059 

8638 

2009-10 (estimated) 

337126 

9679 

2010-11 (estimated) 

448594 

11812 


The total net fixed assets reported in the cost statement at the end of the financial 
year 2007-08 is Rs.76.11 crores. It has not proposed any addition to the gross 
block during the year 2008-09 and 2010-11. 

It has proposed to add Rs.975 crores to the gross bock of assets in the year 2009- 
10 towards building and operation of the ICTT at Vallarpadam as per the terms of 
the Licence Agreement. 

The IGTPL has submitted that it has commenced the construction of ICTT at 
Vallarpadam site from 1 January 2008 and expects to commission the operations 
there by the end of 2009. 


(iii). The cost statement filed by the IGTPL at the existing tariff level reflects the 


Toiiowtng 1 
Surplus / ^ 
deficit (Rs. in 
crores) 

juaiuutt. 

Surplus / 
deficit (% of 
operating 
income) 

Surplus / 
deficit (Rs. in 
crores) 

Surplus / 
deficit (% of 
operating 
income) 

Surplus / 
deficit {Rs, in 
crores) 

Surplus / 
deficit (% of 
operating 
income) 

^2008-091 

(2008-09) 

(2009-10) (2009-10) 

(2010-11) (2001 u-n) 

“"SST ^ 7% 

(-)148.71 1 -154% 

-153,13 I -130% 


(B). 

(i). 


Tariff increase proposed: 


has proposed graded increase in tariff as given below: 


From 1 July 2008 to 31 March 2009 


From 1 April 2009 to 31 March 2010 


From 1 April 2010 to 31 March 2011 


25% increase 


25% increase 


25% increase 


It has proposed to reduce the free days for import containers from existing 7 days 
to 3 days. 


(ii). 




[WT III—4]_ ^ 


(jjl). The wage revision impact of the COPT staff taken over by the operator (as per tj» 
terms of LA) is assumed to increase by 20% w.e.f. January 2007. However, ^e 
likely increase in wage revision in view of recommendation of wage revisicm 
Committee is expected to be significantly higher U has, therefore, proposed ‘a 
separate’ additional levy of Rs.30 per TEU to make up for the shortfall. 

5 The IGTPL was requested vide our letter dated 27 May 2008 to furnish 

clarifications on certain points with reference to the proposal filed by it. The IGTPL k^er 
dated 1 July 2008 has furnished its response. A summary of points raised by us and cianfrcatlons 
furnished by IGTPL are tabulated below: 


Queries raised by us 


Though a single Licence Agreement was I 
signed between Cochin Port Trust (COPT) 
and IGTPL. it is meant for operation of tyyp ^ 
licences, viz., o^ration of existing Rajiv | 
Gandhi Container Terminal (RGCI) and 
International Container Transhipment 

Terminal (ICTT). ___ 

At the time of fixing the Initial tariff for the 
operations at RGCT, it was ensur^ that the 
cost relating to the second licence i.e. ICTT is 
not included in tariff of RGCT. This position 
confirmed by the IGTPL and toe cost 
calculations were also verified by the COPT. 

In the instant proposal, the IGTPL has sought 
25% graded increase with effect from 1 July 
2008 which will apply to RGCT. The cost 
statement furnished to justify the proposed 
increase indicates huge capital cost estimated 
to be irtcurred at Vallarpadam. This amounts 
to the existing users at RGCT financing part of 
toe cost of Vallarpadam though they are not 
using it. 


The IGTPL is requested to split the proposal 
for revision of Scale of Rates of RGCT from 
the ICTT project and file a revised proposal for 
RGCT immediately. The IGTPL may file a 
separate proposal for ICTT three months prior 
to likely commencement of operations at 
Vallarpadam after firming up toe capital and 
operating cost. 


Reply received from IGTPL 


IGTPL is a private terminal operator under 
BOT arrangement which has undertaken to 
p rovi de container handfing services at COPT 
fiom ^ existing RGCT facility and thereafter 
front toe ICTT facility. Hence, it is not 
appreciated as to why this Authonty should 

Insist on spHttino the tariff proposal. _ 

The observation of this Authority is agreed to. 
However, during the initial period of first three 
years of operations, IGTPL did nof have 
proposed Investment for ICTT project as per 
the Concession Agreement. Hence the 
question of considering toe costs rbfating to 

ICTt facility did not arise. _ ^ 

As per the License Agreement with the port 
the investment in Vallarpadam need to 
commence now in order to have the project 
operational by end of 2009." 

Reference Is drawn to Clause 2.9.11. of the 
guidelines which states that in cases the 
investment • made by the private terrninal 
operator is in accordance with the obligations 
under the concession agreement it will be 
considered for ROCE even if full capacity 
utilisation is not achieved. 

It is ensured that the return on capital 
employed Is considered only from the date of 
commissioning of assets and not during 
construction in line with the guidelines. IGTPL 
has proposed a staggered increase of 25% 
year over year to avoid a sudden price 
increase of 92% as per the cost statements 
prepared In line wito existing tariff setting 

guidelines. _ 

Based on above submissions, the proposal of 
IGTPL Is in line with the existing tariff setting 
guidelines. In view of our above submissions 
Authority may commence the review based on 
our proposal dated 26 April 2008. It has also 
; submitted that if this Authority feels that the 
proposed price increase is very high for RGCT 
users it can be resolved by having a separate 
tariff which would be valid upto the 
commerdal commissioning of the ICTT. It has 
agreed to evaluate a differential increase 
between RGCT and ICTT operations in such a 
way that the increase of ICTT will be 
implemented only on commencement of ICTT 
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(V). 


(a). The exact time when the iGTF 
to migrate at the ICTT may be 
Also, indicate the exact time wher' ( 
will close operations at RGCT sinr 
allows concurrent operations at ' 
RGCT by the licensee for a max f ";; 
of two years subject to a 

between the COPT and the IGTf 


L expects 
indicated, 
be IGTPL 
the LA 
CTT and 
period 
■cement 


(b). While filing the proposal for revision of 
tariff of RGCT, suitable adjustments may be 
made in the cost statement on account of 
deviation from the basic assumption made 
while fixing the initial tariff. 


(a). It is confirmed that based on'the existing ] 
construction schedule, commercial operations I 
are expected to commence at the ICTT in i 
November 2009 It will not be administratively i 
possible or envisaged in the concession j 
agreement for JGTPL to corbjnue RGCT and i 
ICTT operations simultaneously. j 


(b). It is confirmed that there are no 
adjustments necessary in cost statement on 
account of deviation of basic assumptions 
made while fixing initial tariff. 


COPT was also requested to examine the approach adopted by IGTPL in the 
clubbing of cost of ICTT and RGCT and furnish its comments. The COPT has vide letter dated 18 
July 2008 stated that the costs should be bifurcated and shown separately since the RGCT 
operations are showing a net surplus in the previous years in the cost statement If the revenue 
and cost are shown separately during 2009-10, there will definitely be net surplus at least in the 
period during which the operations are at RGCT, The revenue and cost should be shown 
separately and the ROCE and net surplus / deficit should be calculated on the basis of the 
investment made during the period of operation. The COPT has indicated that IGTPL is expected 
to migrate its operations to Vallarpadam by November 2009, 


Since the IGTPL had agreed to have separate tariff arrangement for RGCT till it 
commences operations at ICTT. the proposal filed by IGTPL was registered as a case The IGTPL 
was again advised to furnish relevant cost statements segregating the operating cost and capital 
cost for its operations at RGCT till it shifts to ICTT and propose the tariff level for RGCT based on 
such revised cost position. 

7-2 In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal of the 

IGTPL was forwarded to COPT and the concerned users / user associations seeking their 
comments. The comments received from COPT, users/ user associations were forwarded to 
IGTPL as feedback information. The IGTPL has not furnished its written comments on the 
observations of the users / user associations, despite a specific advice given. 


8' Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the IGTPL was requested vide 

our letter dated 23 January 2009 to furnish additional information / clarifications on various points 
Some of the main queries raised by us are given below; 


SI. 

No. 

Queries raised by us 

A. 

General; 

•(1). 

Recognising that the capital cost, operating cost, capacity, income projections at ICTT would be 
different from the operations at RGCT, it is reiterated that separate cost statements and 
proposed SOR may be filed for RGCT till it expects to operate at RGCT (i.e. November 2009). 
The cost statement and 30R for ICTT may be filed separately taking into consideration the 
relevant capital cost, operating cost etc. Even the landlord port COPT has held the view that 
the cost, investment and return on capital employed relating to RGCT should be segregated 
and shown separately. 

(2). 

The cost statements may be updated with 2007-08 actual based on the figures reported in the 
Annual Accounts. Also, update the cost statements for the year 2003-09 based on the actual 
traffic, income / expenditure and capital employed for the period April 2008 to December 2008 
and estimates for Januai^ 2009 to March 2009. Consequently, if necessary, the estimates for 
the succeeding years may be adjusted. 

(3). 

j 

i 

The revised tariff guidelines stipulates that tariff should be linked to benchmark of the levels of 
productivity. Please indicate benchmark levels of productivity and propose Incentive for better ! 
performance of the terminal and disincentives for performance below benchmark levels. The 
productivity parameters should be included in the Scale of Rates as conditionalities governing 
the respective tariff items. 

B. 

Financial / Cost Statements: j 

(1). I 

-L 

This Authority in its Order Nos. TAMP/142008- NSICT dated 19 September 2008 and 
J!AMP/55^20Q9- Ngl.QT dgted 30 December 2008 has fixed the tariff of the Nhava Sheva 1 





III— 




I 


‘International Container Terminal Limited (NsICT) witn reference to .....— 
order to recognise volume efficiency achieved by the operator beyond the standard capacity. 
The IGTPL may examine tariff fixation of its terminal based on standard capacity._ 


(2). I Capacity 


m 

I 


the caoacity following the norms / formula prescribed in Annex -1 of the upfrort tariff 
an/, from the prescribed norms in view of any specrfic conddions 

^livallihfl in ft? te rminal needs to be justified. ___^^ 

-- araa allotted bv the COPT (in hectares) as per the LA for stacking of 

SnteinersT^eT^rations at RGCT and iCTT giving reference to the appropriate clauses in 

the Licence Agreement containers at the RGCT and the 

(ii).Total storage area { ajiahie at the ICTT may also be indicated. 

storage area ^ ^ container handled by the IGTPL along with their average dwell 

Income estirnab^ .—^^^jlT^come with reference to estimated traffic for each of the tarifT 
I "afmj r the proposed tariff level for all the years under 

Selaton separafely for RGCT and ICTT o_p em^--- 

e Operating Cost: _ _ _——---- 

Operating and Direct Labour: reouired to take over 352 

(a) . As per Appendix 8 oj the ^'“h“ terminal of the port for the period the 

Uployees of the COPT then engaged m the container ler employees have to be 

IGTPL operates and RGCT_ Subseq^^^^^^^^^ 

repatriated to the COPT when ‘h« ^ November 2009, the estimabon of 

enWs to migrate and °Pnoemtonfat R 

the employee cost h«e'ls to be split for the operabon^^^^^ additional employees, if any, deploy^ 

(b) . The actual number of COPT employees as web a^^^^ c3tego<\<>s for rts 

by the IGTPL gwmg 'similar dstpljs pbout employees proposed to be 

Operations at RGCT may oe lu (..michoH to iustifv the cost estimates, 

employed for ICTT operations may also f ® ^^^eoatiiated to the port when it transfers the RGCT 
^Vough the COPT employees have ‘o show any reduction. In fact 

y thelepourduringth ey^mjO^ndjOlO:^ - 

Equipment R unning Cost: _____ " 

“Ta) Fuel Cost : . escalation in the cost of fuel at 10% in the year 2009-10 

led m 9 % in“a" 20 lTirrch®"e be the general pefmissibte escp.at,pn teva. of 

4.6% ne eds to be justified. _ _ ______ 

(b). Repairs and Mai ntenance pstimated by the IGTPL Is found to be nigner than 

VheTepairs and maintena^^repo^ jpe repairs and 

the repairs and maintenance cost a hiaher than the norms prescribed in tht 2uuS 

Equipment hire charge^____—--^ 1777^® 

--StanT^Tiqli;;^^^ t'"hJ"rsTst^nfate me 

rcSimSr ryei?s%007S20r09aay be conhrmed mat the hire charges 
payable to the suppliers are competitive market rates^ ---- 

consideratio n. ---- 

~iTcopy of Insuraiicero^taken '(p^he^bas^^^^ the insurance 

— . 
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(vi) i Other expenses: 


(A), lyianaoennent Fee: 


(i) . During the initial tariff fixation in October 2006, this Authority had allowed Management fee 
under the head Technical Service Fee (TSF) relying on the certificated issued by its Chartered 
Acc(^ntant establishing the ‘arms-length relationship’ of the transaction of the TSF payable by 
tne IGTPL to Its promoter company subject to the conditions that IGTPL wilFproduce at the time 
0 next review documentary evidence and IT assessment orders Tor each of the years to show 
that the Income Tax Authorities have allowed this expenditure. It was categorically mentioned 
ID the said Order that if such an evidence is not produced in the review, the estimated 
expenditure allowed in the said Order will be set off in the next tariff review. The IGTPL is, 

furnish a copy of each of (a). Income Tax Assessment Order for the years 
20u5-06 and 2006-07, (b). Provisional Tax Audit Certificate from the Chartered Accountant for 
this item of expense for the year 2007-08; (c). Document establishing remittance of 
management fee for the year 2007-08. 

(ii) . The service agreement entered by the IGTPL with Dubai Port Authority does not segregate 
the TSF payment with reference to services rendered for RGCT operations and that for ICTT 
operations. The port is advised to segregate this item of cost on appropriate basis and 
consider the cost relevant to the services rendered with reference to operations at RGCT and 
ICTT. The basis of appropriation of this expense for RGCT and ICTT may be explained, 

()!i). Indicate the exact term of the agreement entered with the DPA for providing TSF at RGCT 
and ICTT. 

(B). Lease rent on additional area : 

(i). indicate the extent of additional area allotted by the COPT and also confirm whether it is as 
per the LA giving reference of the relevant provision. 


I (ii), indicate the purpose for which this additional area is used and also confirm whether it is in 
line with the LA terms. 


Oii), The income earned by the IGTPL from the additional area taken from the COPT may be 
indicated for the past period 2005-06 to 2007-08 along with estimates for the future 2008-09 to 
2010-11, Also, show where this revenue is recognised in the income (actual / projections). 

(iv). Furnish detail computation of rental for additional area indicating the area leased, unit rate 
of lease rental giving reference to the relevant provision of the Licence Agreement/Scale of 
i Rates. 


I Outsourced tally / survey expense : 

j 

j The estimation of tally/survey services and security services outsourced by the IGTPL may be ^ 
j justified with reference to copying of contract entered with outsourcing agency for providing this 
I service. i 


(vii) j Depreciation: 

: (a). Depreciation rate adopted in respect of each group of assets may be furnished giving 

. reference to the Companies Act or the provisions of the Licence Agreement as the case may 
I be. ^ 


\ (b) Detailed working of the depreciation during the years 2005-06 to 2007-08 based on actual 
and estimates for 2008-09 to 2010-11 may be furnished separately in respect of assets taken 
over from the COPT and assets procured by the IGTPL. Separate calculation may be furnished 
for ICTT operations. 




Management ana Aammistraw n ______—^-—-—I 

P rt ai M h».<»K»P °< items Included under the Management and Administration Overheads for 
each of the ye^ra 2007-08 to 201M1.______ 


capital Employed: 


^;^;po,meadd«iontomepfoM^^^ 

and foe foja, cost supported by docuntenfory evidence 
In form of Wor1< Order / Purchase Order / Invoice, etc. 

(b). The present status each 

S^^ns^icT^^S^d transfer of RGCT to foe COPT need to be confirmed. 

,c,. AS per A-ficte 5T(e) Licence 

Licensor s equipment to COPT when the G ig reauested to indicate the option proposed to 

r’s^rr.™ Si. »?S’.s?sri»oo^r ~ 

following points; 

,n case the IGTPL proposes to handover foe Uce^or s •[’^Tp^Jod'^foe 

i^yr?GTTfrr;\TanX'o« Aiso coj^rm whefoer foe 

wUtion payabie by foe COPT is as per the terms of the LA. 

COPT and the compensation payable by the COPT. 

,f the IGTPL does not propose to transfer foe assets to foe COPT, then please indicate foe 
value of such assets, effect of depreciation, etc, 

S1.N0.III in Form 4A shows deletion of 50 ° ^ 

tasis of arriving at this value of the assets for deletion from the gross block. 

be furnished. 

/ ^ Th*b irTPL in Form 4B in SI. No. VI has made a general statement 

«- “•"“srrsjj'rRis ‘sz ssiis 

year 2010 -ir may a,so be 

indicated.__ _ __—----- 

Clause 2.ITof"foe tariff guidelines stipulates that 
cost reduction achieved by the operator <'“® 

cycle. The benchmark for efficiency is ^ nrpredino tariff validity cycle. 50% of such cost 
the same terminal achieved ' j ^^e rde^\^ant expenditure wrtiile fixing tariff for the 

<0..- 

to be as per the tariff guidelines. ------ 
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i "] n'f estimated operating income for the years 2005-05 to 2007-08 need to be ^ 

: adjusted for tariff increase allowed in the said Order for a like to like comparison. I 

j 

■ ^rn-f of capital employed and the return on capita! emoloyed for the vears 2005-06 to 

j 2007-08 are not as per the estimates considered in the last tariff Order The estimated capital ^ 

I employed and ROCE may be taken as per the last tariff Order for comp3nr!q tfS; wUh the i 

I aClU3l. ^ i 

j • 

i 

I St tariff o'!? 'itf tie capacity may be considered at the level considered in the ■ 

i guideline^^^^'^ arriving at the capacity utilization for allowing ROCE (as oer the 2005 tanf ! 

I Scale of Rates: ' ‘ j 


(5). 


The cost statement for the year 2008-09 shows net surplus of Rs.567 lakhs A quick 
calculation shows that the estimates for the year 2009-10. if segregated for R3CT operations 
Will not reflect a deficit position for the year 2009-10 (til! November) In the light of this position, 
increase of 2p A at the first stage proposed to be applied for its operations at RGCT need to 


ilntf while fixing the initial tariff of IGTPL in Ocio'be72005 (whichrwas'based onThe 

wlf f nncdel then prevailing in the Scale of Rates of the Cochin Port Trust) had in para 
15{xx) specifically advised the IGTPL to draw its proposal based on cost of rendering the 
service for individual activities at the time of the next revision / review of its tariff. The IGTPL 
has, however, not adhered to our advice while formulating its tariff proposal. The IGTPL is 

f proposed rates with reference to the cost of rendering the service 
for individual components based on the actual experience gained in the past operations. 


The reasons for reducing the number of free days for laden container from existing 7 days to 3 
days may be explained. The additional income likely to accrue to the IGTPL in view of the 
proposed reduction in the free days at the existing tariff may be indicated for each of the years 
underconsideration. ^ 


I Durir^ the initial tariff fixation it was clearly established that the licence granted requires IGTPL 
to offer on-board stevedoring services. The COPT has also reported to have granted 

fi erb^The ITTp! purpose. This Authority has based on the proposed 

I approved tariff for on-board stevedoring including lashing / unlashing 

stowage planning and supervision. It is now understood from communication received from i 

partv^hrouah''rsAi 1 outsourced the lashing / uniashing services to a private I 

party through CSAA. In this regard please clarify the following points with reference to RGCT i 
operations: I 

port^COPy'' of stevedoring service is done with the permission of the land lord ' 

i 

I 

(b). Confirm whether the LA allows the IGTPL to outsource the stevedoring service to other 

private party. If so, whether the stevedoring license granted by the COPT to the IGTPL is 
C3nc0i(0u. I 

I 

I 

i ^outsourced, clarify what is the tariff arrangement for on-board services I 
I offered by a private party authorized by the IGTPL and also as to who collects the tariff. j 

. (d). If the tariff is collected by the persons authorized by the IGTPL. clarify under what i 
j provisions levying of tariff is delegated to a private party without seeking approval of the TAMP. 

I (^. Consideration if any, available to the IGTPL for granting permission to others agencies to 
I offer this service at its terminal may be stated. 




intpr^nifinn I Competitive with the tariff level existing at 

mo!p ?h major competing port in the region. For this 

purpose, the IGTPL is required to consult the COPT prior to recommending the tariff Please 
provide us the details of such consultation. 
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9 The COPT was also requested to furnish actditional Information/clarifications vide 

our letter dated 23 January 2009. The COPT has responred to our queries vide letter dated 19 
June 2009. The queries raised by us and the response of COPT are tabulated below: 


sL 

No. 

Queries raised by us 

Reply furnished by COPT 

(0. 

The realistic date aS td when the IGTPL will 
commence its operations at International 
Container Transhipment Terminal (ICTT) and 
transfer the Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal 
(RGCT) operations to the COPT may be 
indicated. It may also be Indicated whether 
concurrent operations at both RGCT and 
ICTT will be resorted to, as provided in the 
LA. 

IGTPL are expected to commission ICTT by 
November 2009. IGTPL have also informed 
that the migration from RGCT to ICTT is 
estimated to take 3-4 months for the entire 
process to complete and that till such time the 
RGCT project site will be occupied by IGTPL. 

(li). 

(a). Indicate the length of the berth allotted to 
the IGtPL for operations at RGCT. 

As per the Licence Agreement, 1800m 
waterfront is to be made available to IGTPL. 
The entire 1800m waterfront is readily 
available with the Cochin Port. As requested 
by the IGTPL, 625m waterfront was handed 
over to them on 15-12-2007 for the 
development of Phase 1 of ICTT. Further 
waterfront will be made available as required 
by the IGTPL according to the traffic growth. 

(b). Appendix 3 of the LA stipulates stage- 
wise allotment of water front area to the 
IGTPL for development/construction of berth 
at International Container Transhipment 
Terminal, Vallarpadam. The stage-wise water 
front area already provided / to be provided 
(with realistic assessment of time of such 
allotment) for development/construction of 
berth at ICTT may be furnished. 

Appendix 3 of the LA states the followlng:- 

Slxty (60) hectares of land area will be made 
available at nominal rate as detailed in Article 
6.3 (c) (i) for the terminal development and 
this area will be handed over in stages as per 
the requirement of the Licensee. Furttier, Ten 

(10) hectares of land area will be made 
available according to the requirement at the 
concessional rate as detailed in Article 5.3 (c) 

(11) . For the terminal development of Phase 1 
of ICTT, thirty (30) hectares of land area will 
be initially handed over to the Licensee. In 
case more area is required by the Licensee 
for the terminal development at the Phase 1 of 
ICTT, it will be made available subject to 
substantiating the requirement by the 
Licensee with details on the proposed 
development. 

(ill). 

Comment on the reasonableness of capacity 
of the terminal assessed by the IGTPL for the 
years 2005-06 to 2010-11. 

As per the proposal, IGTPL is using two 
Gantry Cranes (Ansaldo) and two Gotwald 
Cranes, while they are operating RGCT. 
IGTPL has utilised the optimum capacity of 
RGCT during the years 2005-06 to 2007-08, 
with the entire supporting infrastructure 
available at present. As regards the 
projections for the year 2009-10 & 2010-11, it 
appears that they are transferring the Gotwald 
Cranes to ICTT and adding new four QCs, 
thereby six cranes are proposed for operation 
in a berth of 600 metre length and also having 
4840 ground slots in the yard. This provision 
is enough to achieve the targets proposed by 
IGTPL subject to providing sufficient number 
of yard equipments as these equipments have 
a direct bearing on the total throughput of the 
Terminal. 

_.----—- 
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(iv). [7a). Indicate the total area allotted by the 
I COPT for stacking of containers for 
I operations at RGCT and ICTT. 

I 'b). Confirm whether the area allotted / to be 
I allotted by the CCPT is as per the terms of 
I the Licence Agreement. Also, give reference 
I to the appropriate clauses In the Licence 
I Agreement. 

I (c). The lease rentals receivable from the 
I iGTPL as per the terms of L A. for (and / back 
I up area allotted / proposed to be allotted may 
I be furnished giving the details of the area 
i leased and the applicable lease rental per sq. 

_‘ years 2008-09 to 2010 -11._ 

(y\. j Furnish your comments on the traffic 
I estimation made by the IGTPL for the years 
I 2008-09 to 2010-11. As regards transhipment 
I containers, it has estimated a whopping 
I increase of 644% and 240% during the years 
I 2009-10 and 201C-11 respectively. Please 
! comment on the reasonableness of these 
I traftic estimates as well. 


[P.M17I11- -SEC.4] 

(a) . Regarding theland aiToi^ntlor ICTT,'an"] 
area of 425813 sq.m, was handed over to I 
IGTPL on 15-12-2007 and further an area cf | 
60200 sq.m was handed over ori 16-02-2008 [ 

I 

(b) . Area has been allotted / to be allotted by I 

COPT is as per the terms of the License | 
Agreement vide Appendi.x-3A (I) of the j 
Licence Agreement. I 


(c). License fee payable by IGTPL for the land 
allotted is @ Rs.l per sq m per annum. 


It is also mentioned here that IGTPL has~ 
estimated only 0.56 % growth for foreign 
containers in the year 2009-10 compared to 
2008-09, whereas the grov^h in 
transshipment container for the same period 
is 644%. In this regard, it may be noted that 
the ICTT at Vallarpadam to be commissioned 
in November 2009 is primarily meant to 
develop as a transshipment hub and the main 
driver of growth for the terminal shall be 
transshipment. Foreign containers cannot be 
reasonably expected to grow at a very fast 
pace considering the limitations in the 
hinterland of the terminal and the limited 
industrial growth scenario in the said 
hinterland. The transshipment containers on 
the other hand can grow irrespective of the 
growth of the industry and the economy of the 
immediate hinterland, and can be attracted 
from far off places connected by sea / rail 
routes with the unique positioning of the 
Transshipment Terminal, which can attract 
mother vessels. 


(Vi). 


(a). The estimated impact of wage revision, if 
any, to be borne by the IGTPL with reference 
to the COPT employees taken over by the 
IGTPL for RGCT operations may be furnished 
along with the detailed working. _ 


It may also be noted that while the growth in 
transshipment containers in the year 2009-10 
Is projected at 644%, this is only a statistical 
figure and has very little relevance for the 
growth of the Terminal considering the very 
low base of 4207 TEUs in the year 2008-09. 
Similarly, growth of 240% projected in 201 6 - 
11 is on the low base of 31304 TEUs. With 
respect to the volume of traffic at the 
container terminal whose main activity is 
going to be transshipment, the terminal 
operator is better equipped to provide the 
projections considering the prevailing and the 
future scenario; which they will have to 
support with adequate data / study reports, if 
felt necessary. The Port Trust has no reason 
to denounce the statistics provided by the 

terminal operator. _ 

It has stated that information is awaited from 
the IGTPL. 









(b). As ^ Appentfix ^ of the Licence 
Agreem^t, employees of the COPT taken 
over by the IGTPL have to be repatriated to 
the COPT, when flie R6GT terminal Is 
reverted to the port. The IGTPL expects to 
migrate and commence operation at !CTT by 
November 2009 However. It has not 
estimated any reductiorr in the strength of the 
employee. Please commerft on the 
reasonableness of the employee cost 
estimated ‘by the IGTPL particularly for me 
year 20tO-1 T by when It would h^e shifted its 
operations to the ICTT. ■ - - ■■ 


The prevailing rate at which the COPT 
supplies power to the IGTPL may be 
indicated. Please comment whether the unit 
rate adopted by the IGTPL for estimating the. 
jxawer cost" for the thr^ years 2008-09' to 
2010^1 f are reasonable. 


IGTPL is grouped under the head HT 
Con^mer and'the rates charges as on 
31.8:2{^ is as follows:- 




Particulars 


Demand Charges (Rs./kVA of 
Billing Demand/Month) 


Energy Charge (Paise/k.Wh> 



(a) . Comment on the reasonableness of the 
additions to the gross block estimated by the 
IGTPL at Rs.975.17 crores In the year 20O9- 
10. Confirm whether the proposed additiondl 
investments are In accordance with the 
provisions in the LA. 

(b) . Reasonable estimates of takeover 
compensation payable by the COPT to the 
IGTPL when the RGCT is expected to be 
reverted to the COPT may be furnished so 
that sucm receipt can be accounted in the 
financial cost statement of the IGTPL. 


T^e power cost estimated by IGTPL for the 
three yeenrS ftbm 20084)9 to ’ 2010-11 is 

reasonable. _ ' '' • _ 

(a). IGTPL has not furnished details of the 
ddditrohi (RS 9751T crores) made to the 
Gross Block of aSsetS during the year 2009- 

■fo. 


(b). Vide clause 13.2 (a) of the Licence 
Agreement, the Licensee shall hand over the 
vacant arid peacefur posse sS ion 6f the Project 
Bite together with all fixed assets forming part 
of the Project Facilities to the Licerisor free of 
cost and free from all encumbrances. 
Therefore, ho take Over cdrhpensation is 
payable by the COPT virheh the RGCT is 
reverted to COPT 

(c). In respect of assets transferred by the (c). The details of assets transferred as on 1 
COPT to the IGTPL, please furnish asset-wise April 2005 is furnished as follows: 

details of gross Wo(* o« assets as on 1 April | Asset Nam,, i n°. Or^ 

2004, Net block of such assets, value j ] 

recovered/ recoverable through upfront fee 
and the compensation payable by the COPT 
to the IGTPL. ~ ^ 


Asset Name 

No. 

Gross 

Block 

Net 

Block 

Replace 

ment 

Value 

’■ Oantrv orahe 

2 

2606 

1431 

2872 

rtg —■ 

4 

1229 


300 


5 

751 

K9 


Prime 

Movers 

29 

204 

60 

86 j 
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1 

i 

1 

i 

Upfront payment recovered 

First year - Rs,2.04 crs (5% of Rs.40.80 crs) 
Second year-Rs.2.04 crs {5% of Rs 40.80 crs) 
Third year - Rs.4.08 crs (10% of Rs.40.80 crs) 
Fourth year-Rs.4.08 crs (10% of Rs.40.80 crs) 

The possibility of assessing the amount of 
compensation payable is very remote at this 
stage. 


(ix). 

As per clause 4.2 of the LA. the tariff has to 
be competitive with the tariff level existing at 
international container transhipment hubs and 
major competing ports in the region. For this 
purpose, the IGTPL is required to consult the 
COPT prior to recommending the tariff. 
Please provide us the details of such 
consultation. 

IGTPL had forwarded their tariff revision 
proposal to COPT before it was sent to 
TAMP. COPT did seek clarifications on 
various points and IGTPL had replied the 
same. 


(X). 

_ . 

It is understood from communication received 
from some of the users that the IGTPL has 
outsourced the lashing / unlashlng services to 
a private party through CSAA. In this regard 
please clarify the following points: 

(a) . Whether the outsourcing of stevedoring 
service is done with the permission of the land 
lord port, COPT. 

(b) Confirm whether the LA allows the IGTPL 
to outsource the stevedoring service to other 
private party. If so, whether the stevedoring 
license granted by the COPT to the IGTPL is 
cancelled. 

(c) . If this services are outsourced, clarify 
what is the tariff arrangement for on-board 
services offered by a private party authorized 
by the IGTPL and also as to who collects the 
tariff. 

(d) . If the tariff is collected by the persons 
authorized by the IGTPL, clarify under what 
provisions levying of tariff is delegated to a 
private party without seeking approval of the 
TAMP. 

It has not furnished an reply stating that the 
information is awaited from the IGTPL. 

I 



A joint hearing in this case was held on 20 June 2009 at the COPT premises. The 
IGTPL made a power point presentation of its revised proposal requesting tariff to be set on a 
normative basis for the new facility at ICTT, Vallarpadam. At the joint hearing, the IGTPL, COPT 
and the concerned users / user associations made their submissions. The IGTPL argued that the 
average revenue per TED will be Rs.5878 under cost plus method which will mean 83% increase 
Since such a high level of tariff might not be sustainable, they proposed normative method by 
which average revenue would be Rs.4497 per TEU only. The COPT pointed out that the rates to 
be fixed for ICTT should be competitive and at the same time, ensure validity of operation. It also 
indicated that the estimated savings to trade due to ICTT by avoiding transhipment would be $ 200 
per TEU The trade generally demanded lower tariff at ICTT and some of them even suggested 
that the existing rates at RGCT should be reduced and applied to ICTT to boost trade. The Cochin 
Chamber of Commerce and Industry submitted a common written submission which interalia 
contains its comments on the proposal of the IGTPL. 



[vpTiii~'q^4] 




8S 


.. - - -- ^ TT i^ydi uias sdviscd to furnish followinQ 

11 , AS decided in the joint hearing, the IGTPL was adviseo 

information / clarifications. 


(i). 


(ii). 


(iii) . 

(iv) . 


Clarifications / additional information sought vide letter of even no. date 
January 2009. 

Revised proposal ^SregaWng pe s^fLntei^^^^ 

Xrnecetar? wo'As and explanations as well as supporting documents. 

. su inTT nmiect mav be substantiated with 

options: 


(a). 


(b)- 


(V). 


12 . 1 . 
following points: 


Tariff setting following the cost plus method under Tardf Guideiines of 
2005. 

Tardf setting on normative method suggested by IGTPL in the hearing. 

Response of IGTPL to the written comments of the Port Trust and users whrch 

were forwarded from time to time earlier. 

• « tKo rnPT was requested to initiate action on the 
As decided in the joint hearing, the COPT was reque 

provisions of the Licence Agreement. 

(ii). To furnish the detailed estimates ’^The^Cariation oTactual 

therefor. 

B duty SSr 

,i) The entire expenditure projected by couW nom^c^mfi^^^^^ 

flgureTrumfshrare olKy estimates or quotations. 


(iii). 


(ii). (a)- 


(iii). 


M against the civil capital -Pf^^ 

IGTPL, the contract are eittier at quotation stage or in 

S'n Ita^e^'Scr^h could authenticate the expenditure of 
Rs 729.7 crores only. 

w. .•»»»»»“,r"rrr32.S'^!2£S is 

S7,v:: .srs ... »• 

to be at quotation / estimation stage. 

resH Kw rnPT for ICTT at the time of project clearance 
No estimate has been prepared y feasibility report prepared by 

Qtaae bv the Government. A copy o PPP ^jocument only to 


(b). 
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(iv). 


(v). 


(Vi). 
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the pr^ect, without any commitment on the reliability of the de+ails fm-i th*. on^ 

In consideration of the reauests rnadp hu ir'TD! 

Agreement a total area nf nri!, ? ? ^ P®' 'P® P^^isions of the 

spells vlz^ fin he^Lrl^ 48^8 hectare has been handed over to IGTPL in two 

It^ha^s^no comments to offer on fhe normafive method of tariff fixation requested by 


[Part HI— Sec. 41 


Ss.t.s£Hr""" 


A, 


For RGCT operations- 


(i) 


(ii). 


Cost statement is furnished for the tariff cycle 2005-06 to 2007-08 ;,nH 

projections for the year 2009-10 n has 

SfcOPT staff a'ntf®*, P-V^nt Ldl 

tor COPT stafr and final wage settlement of the Cochin Port staff who arp 

on depu ation with IGTPL is yet to be completed. On ^ecemt of final 

details, the actual labour costs would be higher that estimates, 

thTlGlTfs fc^Rr^r/®®'''®." ®°®' statement prepared by 

the IGTPL IS for RGCT operating at the existing tariff is tabulated telow: 


Cl 

T~——r——~— - (Rs. In lakhs) 

No. 

(i) 

(li). 

1 ranicuiars | 2005-06 

1 — 1 Actuals 

2006-07 

Actuals 

2007-08 j 2008-09 

2009-10 1 

_ Estimates J 

185010 j 

j Traffic (in TFUs) 201178 

j Operatinq mcome 1 fii4n 

^ 226171 

253761 

1 260872 

(ill). 

liivLj 

(v) 1 

Operating costs + j 5345 

j Depreciation + ! 

' Management j 

[_Overheads j 

FMI-FME j 50 

rz27 

5779 

1“ 2 

7788 

5872 

26 

r_8621 

] 6029' 

I 

i {-)214 

_ 6037 

5939 

I 

I -1 

• (-)15 

(Vi) '1 

1 

1 

i 

~r~,' —^ 

_ydpfidi empioyeo j 9793 

ROCE at ; 1459 

applicable rate ! | 

('!5% for 2005-06 i 
and 2006-07 and i 

16% for 2007-08 ' 
onwards). j 

9357 

1404 

i 8485 

1358 j 

i 

! 

j 

1 

1 7066 

i 1131 

1 

f 

1 

' 6202 
' 662 

(''Ilf } 

(viii). 1 

! 

] 

_.1 

_Net surplus / deficit i (-)615 . 

46 

586 

1247 i 

HSTg' 

as % of operating i 
income j 

1% 

8% 

14% ! 

(-Iw 

I 

-- 1 
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(By. 


tCTTOpgritteni: 



0). Additions to the gross block In the year 2010 has incr^sed from Rs.975 
crores estimated earlier to Rs.1260 crores. The Increase in the capex 
projections is on account of original cost not elements 

of civil cost, Inaccurate estimate from poor soil conditions. Increase in 
price at the time of awarxllng contract etc. (The total gross block estimated 
in the cost staternem is Rs. 1335.20 crores in year 2010). 


The surhrhary of tl^ cost position ^ected in the cost statement is as 
follows: 




(Rs. in lakhs) 


KSi 


2xm 

BStlmates 

2011 

Estimates 

2012 

Estimates 


Traffic (fri TEUs) 

- 478000 

588000 

684456 


Total operatlna income 

15438 

18856 

21889 


Opeiating cost 


6751 

7581 

Ksn 

Depredatiori 


7504 

7504 

wnm 

Manaoement Overheads 

. 534 

619 

698 

(Vi). 

Lashing/unlashing labour 

expenses 

10Q8 

1314 

1711 

■ 01 ! 


472 

2668 

4394 


.Caoital employed . / 


118453 

108350 

MSM 



18952 

17336 

WSM 

Net deficit 



MUI 111 

HI 

Net deficit as % of operating 
income 

T^)f27% 

<-)86% 

(-)59% 


(C), Request to seftariff uPCOfflfng ICTT onTlbnnative Basitj : 

(i). The IGTPU has made a reqfuest to adopt the normative guidelines of 2008 



ICTT operations aire commencing post the new guideline and the 
present application is the first tariff setting for the terminal and 
hence the normative approach can be adopted. 


The major Issue being debated about disallowance of royalty In 
tanff setting mechanism is unaltered under normative tariff setting 
approach. 

Proposed normative tariff will be lower compared to ROCE 
method and will benefit trade. 

The normafive tariff linked to Inflation related increases provides 
flexibility to enter Into long term arrangement. 


The existing normative tariff speci^es the tariff cap and all<ws 
further disGotinting mutually agreed by the port and termirial 
operator to attract transshipment volume and compete with 
Ckilorobo. ; t 

The return on capiteri employed method of tariff setting will involve 
significant deviation arising from reduction/loss of volume. Also 

the existing structure Of cbndessiort agreement which provides 

incremental investment on full utilisation of existing 600 mtrs. 
quay line which will not allow the tariffs to reduce atleast over next 
ten years. 
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Accordingly, the IGTPL has Rimished tariff for ICTT operations following 
norms prescribed in the guidelines of 2008 for upfront tariff fixation as 
summarised below: 

(a) . Optimal Capacity : 

(1). Optimal quay capacity computed in line with 2008 

guidelines is 1195740 TEUs. The IGTPL has considered 
quay length of 600 metres and has adopted the norms 
prescribed in the guidelines for arriving at the optimal 
quay capacity. 

(ii) . Optimal yard capacity is assessed at 792705 TEUs 

assuming total ground slot at 4840 TEUs. It has submitted 
that since additional ground slot can be created 
depending on need, quay line is the limiting factor. 

(iii) . In view of the above, optimal terminal capacity is 

considered at 1195740 TEUs in the tariff computation on 
normative basis. 

(b) . Capital Cost Estimation : 

(i). Capital cost considered by the IGTPL for normative tariff 
fixation and the norms prescribed in the guidelines of 
2008 is tabulated hereunder; 


SI. 

No. 

Group 

Norms 

Estimation furnished by 
IGTPL for ICTT operations 
(Rs. in crores) 

1. 

Civil Construction 
cost 

As per the estimates given by 
the Port Trust for construction of 
civil works for achieving 
maximum capacity. 

883.722 

2 

Container Handling 
equipment f) 

Equipment 

Norms 

Calculation 

Rs. in 
crores 

Quay gantry 
crane 

One for 100 
mtr. of berth 
length 

6 Nos X 

Rs.44 724 
crores per 

QGC 

268.344 

Rail mounted 
gantry crane 

One for 

handling 6 

Rakes/day 

1 Nos X 

Rs.5.76 crores 
per RMGC 

5.760 

Rubber Tyred 
Gantry crane 

Three for each 
quay gantry 
crane 

18 Nos. X 
Rs.8.16 crores 
per RTGC 

146.880 

Reach stacker 

One for nine 
RTGs 

2 Nos. X 
Rs 1.90 crores 
per Reach 

stacker 

3.800 

Tractor Trailer 

Six for each 
Quay gantry 
crane 

36 Nos. X 
Rs.0.65 crores 
per Tractor 

Trailer 

23.400 


Total Equipment Cost 

448.184 

3. 

IT System cost 

2% of the sum total of the civil 
construction and container 
handling equipment cost. 

Estimated as 
per norms 

26.638 

4. 

Other Cost 

including Financing 
cost and Interest 
during construction. 

10% of the sum total of the civil 
construction and container 
handling equipment cost. 

Calculated as 
per norms 

133 191 


Total Capital Cost 

1491.735 



n\\ t^ coerating cost estimated for an optimal capacity of 
H1*l40 TEUs by the IGTPL is tabulated below: 


(Rs. in lakhs) 


Componeiht 

Norm 

Workins furnished 
bv IGTPL 

Operating 

cost 

\pQM»r 

8 KwH/TEU 

8KwH/TEUxRs.8 
per unit 

76.53 

Fuel 

4 Litres / TEU 

4 litres / TEU x 
Rs.38 per litre 

1817.52 

GivH Repw and 

f/t^intAnf^nce 

1 % of Civil Asset 

1% X Rs.883 crores 
x10% 

972.09 

Mechanical & 
Ele<^c^ 
Equipment mpair 
and 

2% of Cost of 
Mechanical & 

Electrical Equipment 

2%xRs.448.18 
crores x 10% 

1044.61 

InsuoM^coet 

1% of Gross Fixed 
Asset Varfue 

1% X Rs.149.173 
crores 

1491.74 

DefHBciation 

As per 

presciAieid in 

Companies , W- 

any • hoWhS " 

prewrthed in LA 
wbk*i» hiniier 

As per norms 

- -1- ■' ■ ■- 

9394.58 

Lioenoe Fee 

As 1 ^- ni4e 

pres^n^tje^ in the 
orewalBne SOR 

R».60pef 

v; 

; 7.20 

Other Expenses 

10% Gross FixKJ 
Assets 

10%xRs149.17 

CTores 

14917.35 


lost -- 

29721.62 


p). Ac<W 5 dingly, the annual revenue requirement is estimated 
at Rs.5358.94 lakhs. 


m- 

No. 

^rticcilar^ 

Rs. in lakhs 

f. 

2 

Total laiin^'pi nfteratinQ cost 

2972.16 

iqoteirh on capital employed 

2386.78 


Total Revenue Reauirement 

5358.94 

3. 

4. 

Stevedoring revenue requirement (90% of 
total revenue requirement) 

4823,05 

Stevedoring revenue per in Rs.TEU 
(Rs 48.23 crores /1495740 TEUsI 

4034 


(Hi). To summarise, based on the above submissions, the IGTPL has 
proposed the following: 

(a) . Extension erf the present tariff tor RGCT operations till the date the 

container terminal operations are shifted to ICTT. 

(b) : Approve tariff for ICTT based on normative method (I.e. Average 

stevedoring revenue at Rs.4094/-per TEU). 

13 . 3 . The revised proposal filed by the IGTPL was forwarded to the COPT seeking their 

comments, if any. 


,. The cost statement submitted by the IGTPL vide letter dated 22 June 2009 did 

contain working and explanations. Furt^her not requisite 

earlier letter dated 23 January 2009 . Further the 

information/clarification on the various points points decided in the joint 

Hence the IGTPL was reminded to furnish requisite information on the p 

hearing. Apart from that, the IGTPL vide letterTated 24 June 2009 with a request 

?o tomfsh ri“Jiessa^ r^^ip^ral'^ntormat^n/ciarif,cations. The IGTPL has vide letters dated 26 June 


2919GI/09—12 








90 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec. 4] 


2009, 29 June 2009 and 30 June 2009 furnished the information/clarifications. A summary of 
queries raised by us and the clarifications furnished by the IGTPL are tabulated below: 


$ 1 . 


Queries raised by us 


Reply received from IGTPL 


1. I Clarifications / additional 
! information sought vide our letter of 
even no. dated 23 January 2009. 



The capital expenditure for the 
International Container 

Transhipment Terminal project 
substantiated with documentary 
evidence and verified by the 
Cochin Port Trust. 


We have submitted updated proposal for RGCT / ICTT 
tariff setting vide our letter dated 22 June 2009. Since the 
application is revised, we request to let us know the 
clarificationsjequired on the revised applications. 

(a). Civil cost details as prepared by our Resident 
Engineer and duly certified by independent Chartered 
Accountant is submitted. The same has also been 
submitted to Cochin Port Trust for their comments. 

Copy of the Certificate of the Chartered Accountant 
certifying tf»e civil cost Is furnished. A summary of the 
stetement furnished by the Chartered Accountant is as 
follows: 


(Rs. in crores ) 


Contract 
Value 
(as per 
agreement) 

Contracted 

variations 

Uncontracted 

Estimates 

Claims 

Received 

Total 

692.00 

20.50 

144.60 

32,10 

i 889.30 


Uncontracted Estimates refer to estimates of expenses 
likely to be incurred in future. Claims Received indicated 
in the statement are claims received for additional 
compensation which is yet to be finally approved by the 
IGTPL 


(b). The estimated costs for equipment along with letter of 
award / intent for some of the items issued by IGTPL is 
also furnished. 


3. 


I A detailed analysis of tariff, 
i revenue, expenditure and capital 
. employed year-wise in respect of 
: International Container 

j Transhipment Terminal for the 
entire project life under the 
following options : 

(a) . Tariff setting following the cost 
plus method under Tariff 
Guidelines of 2005. 

(b) . Tariff setting on normative 
method suggested by IGTPL in the 
hearing. 


For the equ^Mnent cost estimated at Rs.377 13 crores, the 
IGTPL has ^ibmitted copies of contract documents in 
respect of c^ay cranes, Rubber Tyred Gantry Cranes and 
Inspection fees which sum to Rs.271.06 crores and for the 
balance items the estimate is based on quotations / 

estimates from its Engineering department. __ 

(a). Statement indicating expenditure, capital employed 
and average revenue under the normative method as well 
as cost plus method is furnished for the project period of 
ICTT vide email dated 29 June 2009. 


(b). For the purpose of 30 year’s analysis under normative 
method, IGTPL has revised the quay length to 1800 mtrs. 
from 600 mtrs. reported earlier. Capital cost is increased 
to Rs.4475 crores from Rs. 1491 crores considered earlier. 
The average stevedoring revenue arrived at is Rs.4086 
per TEU and the total average revenue per TEU is 
estimated at Rs.4540. Tariff escalation is stated to have 
bee considered at 2.5% per annum. (The calculation 
shows that the tariff is escalated by 1.5 % per annum 
under the normative method) 


I (c). In the cost plus scenario, the capital employed is i 
I increased at regular intervals without offering any I 
explanations therefor. The other operating cost items are | 
also increased substantially. The average revenue 
require ment per TEU estimated under cos t plus meth od 








4. 


5. 


(i). 


and normative method for period of first five year is 
tabulated below; 

(in R s.) 


Response of IGTPL to the written 
comments of the Port Trust and 
users which were forwarded from 
time to time earlier. __ __ 


Cost statement for RGCT: 


A copy of Provisional Annual 
Accounts for the year 2008-09 may 
be furnished along with a 
statement reconciling the income, 
operating cost, depreciation, gross 
block considered in the cost 
statement with the figures reported 
in the Provisional Annual Accounts 
2008-09. __ 


y&xr 

/bveraqe Revenue per TEU 

Cost method 

Normative method 

2010 

7128 

4540 

2011 

5770 

4608 

2012 

4945 

4677 

2013 

5385 

4747 

2014 

5196 

4818 


Since we have submitted the revised application as 
discussed at the joint hearing held with port users, we 
wish to submit specific response to the comments. 


Provisional unaudited Accounts for 2008-09 is furnished 
along with reconciliation statement. 


(ii). I Operating and Direct Labour : 

l 

Explain the reasons for estimating 
the operating and direct labour to 
increase from 285 in 2008-09 to 
300 in 2009-10. Since the IGTPL is 
about to migrate its operations to 
ICTT in November 2009. The 
actual number of operating and 
direct labour deployed by the 
IGTPL during the year 2008-09 and 
in the first three months of the 
Financial Year 2009-10 may be 
indicated. 


(iii). 


The actual number of employees presently with IGTPL is 
489 (Operations - 292, Maintenance - 136 & others - 61). 
IGTPL has not added any headcount during the first three 
months of the 2009-10 financial year. It, however, plans 
to recruit 15 additional staff at RGCT in a phased manner. 


(iv). 


(v). 


Furnish a copy of the recent 
electricity bill paid by the IGTPL to 
justify the unit rate of Rs.7.10 
adopted for the calculation of 
power cost in the year 2009-10. 


Our Query no. B (5) (iii) (c) (i) 
raised in our earlier letter dated 23 
January 2009 is reiterated. The 
estimates of repairs and 
maintenance cost may be justified 
with reference to the norms and the 
cost allowed in other private 
container terminals. 


Photocopy of the electricity bill of April 2009 is furnished. 
The average cost per unit for the month of April 09 works 
out to Rs.6.87 per unit. The rate considered for 2009- 10 
is based on an anticipated increase of an average of 10% 
during the financial year 


(a). The licence fee as per the 
terms of the Licence Agreement 
works out to Rs. 1058.40 lakhs in 

2006- 07, Rs.1111.32 lakhs in 

2007- 08 and Rs.1166.89 lakhs in 

2008- 09. The lease rental 


IGTPL had inherited several equipment from the Cochin 
Port which are very old. These include 2 RMQCs which 
are more than 15 years old (Commissioned in 1994). The 
5 Reach Stackers taken over from the COPT are also in 
need of regular repairs and maintenance to even keep 
them operational till the migration. Due to the vintage of 
these equipment, the repair & maintenance costs are 
extremely high. The stack yard and the wharf areas 
require constant attention to keep them in serviceable 
condition. 


The license agreement specifies the minimum area 
required for operating the RGCT terminal. However, as 
and when operationally required, additional land area is 
made available by COPT to IGTPL to facilitate handling 
additional volume. The variarice in payment represents 
these adhoc rentals paid by IGTPL._ __ __ 


\ 
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reported/estimated by the IGTPL in 
the cost statement for these years 
IS found to vary marginally from the 
estimates made by us as per the 
terms of the Licence Agreement. 
The reasons for the variation may 
be explained. 



(b). Furnish a detailed calculation 
of estimation of lease rental for all 
the years under consideration. 

it has confirmed that all lease rentals are worked out as 
per the concession agreement. It has submitted copies of 
bill raised by the COPT for the years 2005-06 to 2008-09 
as documentary evidence. 

(vi), (a). During the initial tariff fixation in 

October 2005, this Authority had 
allowed management fee 

considered under the head 
Technical Service Fee (TSF) 
relying on the certificated issued by 
its Chartered Accountant 

establishing the ‘arms-length 
relationship’ of the transaction of 
the TSF payable by the IGTPL to 
Its promoter company subject to 
the conditions that IGTPL will 
produce at the time of next review 
documentary evidence and IT 
assessment orders for each of the 

1 years to show that the Income Tax 
^ Authorities have allowed this 
: expenditure. It was categorically 
i mentioned in the said Order that if 
; such an evidence is not produced 
In the review, the estimated 
expenditure allowed in the said 
; Order will be set off in the next 
tariff review. The IGTPL is, 

therefore, advised to furnish a copy 
of each of the following 
documents: 

• Income Tax Assessment 
Order for the years 2005-06 
and 2006-07. 

• Provisional Tax Audit 

Certificate from the 

Chartered Accountant for 
this item of expense for the 
year 2007-08. 

• Document establishing 

remittance of management 
fee for the year 2007-08 and 
2008-09. 

Income Tax Assessment for the year 2005-06 is 
completed and the assessment order is furnished. 
Assessment for the rest of the years is not yet complete. 

Tax Audit Certificate for the year 2007-08 (Assessment 
Year 2008-09) certifying that the transactions are at arm’s 
length basis is submitted. 

Management fee for the years 2007-08 and 2008-09 are 
not paid due to paucity of funds. However, provisions for 
these have been made in the books of accounts. 

(b). The service agreement 
entered by the IGTPL with Dubai 
Port Authority does not segregate 
the TSF payment with reference to 
services rendered for RGCT 
operations and that for ICTT 
operations. The IGTPL was in this 
regard advised to segregate this 
item of cost on appropriate basis 
and consider the cost relevant to 

The Management Fee paid to DPW cannot be 
apportioned to RGCT and ICTT as there is no equitable 
basis to do the same. Also, the extract of agreement 
reproduced below clearly differentiates on the fees 
required for ICTT operations which will be higher and 
payable from commencement of ICTT operations in 2010. 





rAwhce ® at RGCT 

and ICTT. Explain basis 
ap^optialion of Ibis oxponse for 
RGCT and ICTT. ^ ^ 

(c) . Furnish detailed calculation of 

this item for each of the years 
under consideration. ___ 

(d) . Please explain why the 
management'fee payable to DPA 
should be linked to gross revenue 
earned by the IGTPL without any 
linkage to services provided. 


Explain the reasons for estimating 
around 40% increase in the other 
expenses in the year 2009-10 over 
the 2008-09 provisional figures. 

(a). The depreciation in the year^ 
2009-10 considers Rs, 11.70 crores 
tor impaared assets. Re^ clarify 
what this estimate pertains to and 
how the values of such assets 
were determined. 


(b). Para 15 (x) of the Order 
expteiins the treatment ^ 

I durwtg ^ 

fbcilfon. In the 8^ 
Otxlisr, to up*r»nt f^yn toht g 

^ to port y^e 
depcedated ^ 25% assuming tort 
to IGTPL would diift to 
operations to ICTT by the end of 
the fourth year as reported at that 
point of time. This was done after 
adjustment of Rs.15.11 crorg 
receivable as residual value for the 
assets to be reverted at the option 
of the licensee as per the terms of 
LA. Please confirm whether the 
depreciation considered in the 
statement is in line with the 
approach followed in the last tariff 

Order. _—--- 

—(c) Furnish depreciatioh rate 
arinntfid for the assets ialsen_oyer 


The computation of Technical Servioe Fees lor me yeara 
2007-08 to 2012 has been furnished. 

The ICTT, in its hnal phase, will 
Mtrs of quay and will require significant efforts 
fTteohnical and manaberial input. ICTT o^r^-ons ^ 
involve capturing significant volume of transshipment 
business which will require significant global support from 
DPA in souring revenue stream at competitive pncing. 
Se^c^ belteve the linking of management tees to 
revenue is appropriate. This is normal practice for royalty/ 
SchS sS agreements. So long as *e amount 
due is estabUshed at arm’s langft, under 
princ^lerm^s expense should be considered in tanff 

setting as per the prevailing g uidelines.- - 

■^he provisional figure for other 
2008-09 is Rs.146 lakhs and the same for the year 2009 
10 (8 months) is Rs.111 lakhs, which shows an 
annualizSl increase of only 14%. The proposed inaease 
fs rSnt of deployment of additional security dunng 

of RGCT which are not being migrated to ^CTT 
r returned to COPT at the v^ defcied in^ 1 i! 

I c^se fe^i Hence, the amount pfesCnbed 
1 aftheSble value for 2 QCs and 1 RTGC ^d 

the balance book value has been takm “ 

For items like civil construction, yard etc. these are 

retur^^d to the Port and the "^^d" 
the asset is taken as impairment. It h*®, 
wise details of impairment loss esbmated at Rs.llTO 
after adjustfog Rs.10.95 crores receivable from 
COPT for 2 QCs and 1 RTGs to be handed over to the 

z —has adoDted the depreciation prescribed by foe 
rf comoam's ^ for lie year ^05-06 to 2008-09 r^u^g 

e in depreration charge compared t^ the oglin^^''^^ 

M Lhn fcS The diBereni* mueen Ihe written ^ 
I Se ^ as on 3(f Novemb^ end the 

Is tonsfargipB lo CC^T #8 


laacprihold landl is providedonstra!9hL!ge_basisat- 


9* 


indicates efficiency gain of Rs.3.22 
crores in the year 2006-07. 
Rs. 10.34 crores in the year 2007- 
08 and Rs. 13.02 crores in the year 
2008-09. The efficiency gain 
figures indicated in the cost 
statement is not supported by any 
calculation. 



from the Cochin Port Trust as well 
as for other assets. 

*-- IFartIII—Se( 

rates specified in Schedule XIV of the Companies Act 
except in case of major refurbishment to buildings roads 
payments, and boundary walls on leasehold property 
which is written off over useful period of life of 8.67 years. 
Assets taken over from Cochin Port viz. Plant and 
Machinery and computers are depreciated over their 
useful life estimated by the management i.e. Plant and 
Machinery over 8.1 to 9.08 years and computers over 6.16 
years. Additions are depreciated from the month of 
addition and deletions are depreciated up to the month of 
sale. 

(IX). 

The proposal does not explain the 
loss on foreign exchange variation 
to the tune of Rs.1.86 crores 
considered in the cost statement in 
the year 2008-09. 

1 he cost 

This Is exchange rate loss due to reinstatement amount 
due to DP World as per AS 11. We request the authority to 
group this under management fees. 

:-: -^^-- 


(xi). I in the initial tariff fixation'Ord^.'ihH 
I upfront payment of Rs.40.80 crores | 

I payable towards cost civil assets | 
and equipment transferred by the ' 

! port were depreciated @ 25% 
j assuming that the IGTPL would 
' shift the operations to ICTT by the 
I end of the fourth year. The 
. residual value of Rs.15.11 crores 
I stipulated in the LA receivable at 
j the end of the fourth year was, 
however, adjusted from the upfront 
j payment for the computation of 
i depreciation. 

j The presumption here was that all 
the assets taken over from the 
j COPT would be reverted back to 
the port when the IGTPL shifts its 
! operations to ICTT at the end of 
I the fourth year. The cost 
statement filed by the IGTPL does 
I not show deletion of any assets 
from the gross block of the assets 
! in the year 2009-10 when it 
_1 proposes to revert back the RGCT 


—iw wui udseu un optimum yard 

capacity of RCTT based on present dwell days. The 
RGCT suffers from severe yard congestion from time to 
time. It also has no recourse to CFS which facilitate large 
scale evacuation of containers from the terminal. The 
summary of efficiency gain calculation furnished by IGTPL 
is tabulated below: 




( 

Rs. in lakhs) 

Calculation of 
Efficiency Gain 

2006-07 

2007-08 

2008-09 

Volume as per 

Capacity (TEUs) 

214,054,59 

214.054,59 

214,054.59 

Actual Volume done 
(TEUs) 

226,170.50 

253;7m^ 

^"872.00 

Volume achieved due 
to efficiency (TEUs) 

12,115.^ 

39.705 91 

46 ”817'41 ' 

Additional revenue due 
to efficiency 

~~ 3^16“ 

1.":^8 6^ 

i,yr7.iy' 

Less; Associated 

variable cost (excl 

-[gygity) 

65.56 

184 51 

244.99 

Contribution 

__ 321.60 

1,034 iy' 

3J^02-18 






[MPT 111—'0^43 




J5 


to the COPT. If anything 
contradicts' to the presumption 
made during the last tariff fixation 
in real terms, then the correct 
position may be indicated and also 
statement- 


reflected In the cost _ 

(a). Para 15 (xv) (c) Of the 
tariff Order deals with retfiim 
allowed on assete taken overfrpm 
the COPT. Since the payment of 
upfront fee for assets l^ton ov^ 
from frie COPT was in # 

phased manner as per the terms gf 
me LA, the return was allowed only 
to the extent of the amburtt acfe^ 
payable by the IGTPL Iduring baOh 
the financial years and 
was aBowed on the unpaid aivK^ 
of upfront fee as art ^ % 

not clear how the depreciatiort and 
retum on the assets t^oen mflw 
from4he COPT is con^dered in tl^ 
cost stattement. Furnish of details 
of assets taken over from COPT, 
their value at the time of take over 
from the COPT, depreciation and 
return considered on value assets 
frrxm the year 2005-06 onwards. 


43etells of assets taken over from have b^ 

flashed which is reported to be 
reference to equipment. The rate of deprecation applied 
thereon is as per Companies Act and accounting l^^y of 

me company. The depreciation charge is con^^ on^y 

S* per audited accounts. It has not 

depreciation and written down value 

year 2005-06 onwards with reference to the assets taken 

Over from the COPT. 




(b). in case the IGTPL proposes to 
hpndover the Licensor's equipment 
M the COPT, then indicate 
ii^eover compensation payable by 
the COPT to the IGTPL and the 
treatment given by the IGTPL in 
the financial cost statement. Also, 
confirm whether the take oyer 
compensation payable by the 
COPT fs as per the terms of the 

m 


The working of loss on handover of the as^ts ^sea 
writlen'down vakie as on ao* November 09 « 
which is tabulated below. It has confirmed ftat the 

compensatien pajabte by GOPT is as per terms of 1^^ 

tigireennenit. 

(Hfe. Iff lateh«» 


(xli). 


(c). If the IGTPL does not propose 
to transfer the assets to the COPT, 
then please indicate the value of 
such assets, effect of depreciation, 
etc. in tiv> r. ost statement of RGGF 


Particutairs 

OrifiMil 

Dost 

mv 

fmmibm 

value 

Load 

iRTG 
(1 No.) 

112.50 

57.22 

18.75 

(38.47) 

RMQC 
(2 Nos) 

2990.00 

1520.76 

1077.00 

(443,76) 

Total 

3102.50 

1577:W 

idOOTS 

(482.23) 

Refer to point (b) above. 


^ - - - - 

During the initial tariff fixati^.^me 
Preliminary Expenses 
IGTPL pertaining fo 
operations were spread over f<y 
four year period. Flowewr, dWi 
c£»t Statement now svmmttted by 
IGTPL does not show any 
expenses under this head. Please 
indicate the factual position and 
indicate the treatment for 
preliminary expenses given by the 
IGTPL in the cost statement as well 
as in Annual Accounts from the 
years 2005-06 to 2008-09. 


Pf^irnin^. p??peh«e$ 
^l&ngibl^. 


reported in 


Porm 4A under 
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(xiii). 


Comparison of Actual vis-a-vis the 
Estimates {Form 7V 

The estimate of ROCE may be 
considered as per the last tariff 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


The form No 7 is duly updated inline with the tariff order 
As per the statement furnished, the actuals vis-a-vis 
estimates (considered in the last tariff order) for the years 
2005-06 to 2007-08 is as follows: 

(Rs. In iakhs) 


(xiv) 


(i). 


from lashing / unlashing for the 
years 2005-06 and 2006-07 is 
shown under the FME when the 
income is directly related to 
container handling operations. 
Please clarify where the income 
from lashing / unlashing is 
recognised in the cost statement 
I for the years 2007-08 to 2009-10 
j as it shows Nil under the Finance 
and Miscellaneous Income. 

(b). Finance and Miscellaneous 
j Income (FME) includes income 
' from MOT and CUT off charge, 
j Please explain what is the nature 
: of the income. 


, actual. 


Particulars 

200S-0« 

2006-07 

2007-08 

i 



Estimates 

Actuals 

Estimates 

Actuals 

Estimates 


! 


Traffic 

212951 

201178 

.244894 

226171 

265761 

253761 



Inccme 

5374 

6148 

6686 

7227 

7880 

7788 

j 


Total Cost 

5308 

5294 

5941 

5777 

6412' 

5845 


J 

Net Surplus 
/ Deficit 

66 

_ 

854 

745 

1450 

1468 

1943 


icj I KL has ceased to carryout the lashing / unlashing 
operation since 1 Oct 2006. The lashing/unlashing 
operations are undertaken by the Cochin Steamer Agents 
Association and IGTPL has no role in it Hence, it is 
considered as an exceptional item. 


Cost statement 
operations: 


for ICTT 


MOT represents the reimbursement of amounts recovered 
from the trade towards merchant overtime payable to 
customs during 2005-06. The CUT off charge is realised 
from customers by way of penalty. 


As per the actual traffic handled by 
the IGTPL at RGCT, the 
transhipment container hardly 
constituted 1.5% of the total 
container traffic handled by the 
operator. As against this the 
transhipment container projected 
for ICTT operations is 29% (both 
foreign / coastal) for all the years 
2010, 2011 and 2012. Explain the 
basis of estimating such significant 
increase in the traffic of 
transhipment container. 


(ii). j Furnish the existing container mix 
I in the operations carried out by the 
IGTPL at RGCT under different 
I categories i.e. coastal, foreign, 

' transhipment, 20 / 40 empty / laden 
may be furnished. 


(iii). I The detailed analysis done by the 
IGTPL for estimating a container 
mix traffic under different 
categories i.e. coastal, foreign, 
transhipment, (20740’ empty/laden) 
may be furnished to justify the 
traffic projections for the years 
2010 , 2011 and 2012. 


(iv). I (a). The IGTPL has not furnished 
form 2B furnishing income 
projections in the format prescribed 
by the Authority, Further, Note 3 to 
Form 2B of the prescribed formats 
for tariff proposal adopted by this 
Authority requires the operator to 


The formation of ICTT is primarily with the objective to 
attract transhipment cargo which is presently handled at 
neighboring international ports. Closest port to ICTT 
handling transhipment is Colombo. During the year 2007, 
Colombo handled about 3.38 mn TEUs, out of which 75% 
(2,54 mn TEUs) is transhipment and 70% of this (1.76mn 
TEUs) is for India, The South Indian Ports gets 60% of this 
i.e, about 1 mn TEUs. Based on this, we expect to handle 
about 29% of throughput as transhipment. 


Details of the container mix for the year 2009-10 is 
furnished. 


The existing cargo trend for costal and foreign volumes is 
assumed for ICTT volumes. The transshipment volumes 
mix is estimated based on actual volumes handled at 
Colombo which has significantly higher number of 40’ 
containers. 


Form 2B giving break up of income 
categories of container is furnished. 


from various 



We! ^ <MM5f : 


97 


provide detailed computation of 
Income with reference to estimated 
traffic. However, no such 
computation has been fUmTHliHj by 
the IGTPL. Please furnish the 
details in Form 2B as V®^1 as 
detailed computation income 
with reference to estimated traffic 
for each of the tariff iterhs aA the 
existing tariff level and tit; the 
proposed tariff level for aff the 
years under consideration. ^. 

(b). The Form 2A states; that the 
TEU ratio adopted for IJSsItetlng 
the traffic / income is 1.5Cl^%ach 
of the years 2010 and;^1; and 
1.36 in the year 2012. Furnish the 
existing 20’ / 40’ scontainers 

handled at RGCT and the 
prevailing TEU ratio at RGCT and 
furnish, reasons with jailed 
analysis for change, if any. there 
from when operation is cnoved to 

ICTT. _ j 

Confirm that the income pffE|i^ons 
are made taking into consideration 
the prevailing exchange rate. The 
exchange rate adopfod for 
estimating the dollar denominated 

tariff item may be indicated. _ 

' The cost statement ! cc|piders 
estimation of labour ex^ertilps for 
lashing and unlashincj s|rvices 
under the head FWIE. Hr^ever, 
the income from lashing / uniashing 
is not shown in the cost statement 
separately. Please indicate the 
estimated income fromi lashing / 
unlashing and also clarify under 
which head the income from this 
service js factored in the cost 
statemerit. The Authority in the 
initial tariff Order h^s already 
explained that the IGTPL approval 
of tariff arrangement for on-board 
stevedoring charges is to be 
obtained from the Authority. The 
IGTPL is, therefore, advised to 
incorporate to file a suitable 
proposal in this regard and include 
the income at the existing level 
©approved by the Authority in the 
cost statement for both RGCT and 
ICTT. The expenditure for the 
relevant services is factored in the 
^'c^‘ statement than the relevant 
inebme should also be recognised. 
The average Cost per employee 
estimated Tor R^<?T operations is 
Rs.2.9' liwis per employ|fe' for 
opdratfrig and direct labour isi well 
as for maintenan& labour. iHrfhis 
context, justify the reasons for 


Details of existing TEU ratio are furnished. The projected 
volumes are at box TEU ratio of 1.50 In view of larger 
number of 40’ containers from Transhipment volumes for 
all three years. There was formula error in Form 2A in the 
year 2012 for computing the ratio. However the actual 
containers Indicated In the forms are correctly estimated 
and reflected in the revenue. 


The exchange rate adopted is Rs.48 per USD. 


IGTPL has ceased, to carryout the lashing / unlashing 
operation since 1 Oct 2006. This is being now being 
Undertaken by tha^CSAA and IGTPL has no role in 
performing this actiy^ at RGCT. 

On migration to ICTT, it would like to levy all inclusive 
charge for stevedoring including lashing and uniashing 
Operations as done by other terminals. Hence the revised 
§caie of Rates to be adopted for ICTT operations should 
specify comprehensive stevedoring charge including the 
provision of lashing / uniashing services. 


At RGCT, the majority of the staff are on deputation from 
the CochiaPort. For ICTT c^erations only direct recruits of 
liGTPL will be taken! The pay scales of IGTPL and COPT 
are quite different. Also the nurnber of employees 
proposed for ICTT facility is significantly lower than that 
employed at RGCT bv COPT which require significantly. 


291901/09—13 
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estimating the average cost per 
employee to increase the tevel of 
Rs.3.5 lakhs for operating and 

1 direct labour and Rs.4.1 lakhs for 
maintenance labour in the year 
! 2010. 

higtier skill li^teil’s requiring adequate remuneration. 


(vili). 

The reasons for estimating the 
average employee cost increased 
by 7.3% to 9% may be justified. 

The Increase is in line with normal salary increase 
applicable in India. 


(ix) 

Eauioment Runninq Cost: 



Power Cost; 



(a). Power cost for all the years- 
under consideration is estimated 
based on electricity consumption of 
around 17 units per TEU. The 
estimated electricity consumption is 
found to be higher when compared 
with the position at some other 
container terminals. It Is 

noteworthy that the consumption 
considered by IGTPL is more than 
double of that of the norm 
prescribed in the upfront, 

guidelines. The estimated ^ 

; consumption of electricity may be 
justified with detailed analysis. ' 

-This is in line with the actual cost incurred at RGCT. Since 
the ICTT consumption cannot be established, we request 
the Authority to adopt the normative consumption norms. 


(b). The unit cost of power : 
considered for estimating the 
RGCT operations is Rs.7.10. The 
unit cost of power for ICTT 
operations is estimated based on 
the rate of Rs.9.90 for the year 
2010. Explain the reasons for such 
variation in the unit cost of power. 

The average per unit (fixed as well as variable) cG^t at 
RGCT is Rs.7.10 per unit. The rate increase estimated for 
ICTT operations is after considering various factors i.e. the 
area under operations is likely to be significantly higher 
(present area approximately 9 Hectare goino up.tp ^0 
■Hept^e) re^ljltih^l lafgjs^ rjurhher light 

fitted in nature, v^ith the increased peak 
*Mr operating four Quay Cranes with high 
^.technical specificatipps, the peak demand requirement is 
ffkeiy to ;go ^ di^'^ig^ifl^^ht^^ in view of short 

^supply j^’e^CTri^y lh*^^d)a the rate is likely to increase, 
■leased ori;"d6dVdfustfRCatioris, the estimate of Rs,9.90 per 

(x). Eauioment hire charae: 1 



(a). Details of equipment ,pr- 0 |)o;^ 
to be taken on hire in the '“yd^irs 
2010 , 2011 and 2012 r^iy’ be 
furnished. 

■ The )Ty Hjfihg charges Is taken at Rs.150 per TEU w^h 
an increase of 2.50% yoy for inflation. 


(b). Copies of the contracts entered 
with the contractors for the ICTT 
operations may also be furnished 
to substantiate the estimates for 
the year 2010. 

IGTPIi is currently negotiating with prospective 
contractors. No contract has been signed so far 

! 

(c). It may be confirmed that the 
hire charges payable to the 
suppliers are competitive market 
rates. 

The rates which is charged in other DPW terminals is 
between Rs.lOO to Rs.200 per TEU. However, the costs in 
Kerala are much higher. For estimation purpose Rs.150 
per TEU is considered based on recent payments made 
for hiring ITVs to work inside the terminal. 

_Lxi). 

Lease Rentals: 


i 

! 

(a). As per Article 5.3 (c) of the 
Licence Agreement, the area to be 
allotted by the COPT for 
construction of berth, for terminal 
deveiopment and for development 
of railway sidings and container 
storage yard is at the rate and Re.1 
per square metre per annum 

The lease rent for 80 heCteires of the terminal is Re.l per 
sq metre and for the next 10 hectares, it is Rs.25 per sq 
metres. A detailed,working is furnished in this regard. 




Subject to "30% escalation after 
every 5 years. Whereas the lease 
rate consldeced for estimating 
tease rental is Rs.3.67 per square 
^etre. The reasons for such 
variations may be explained and 
confirm that the estimation is based 
on the relevant terms of License 

Agreement. __— 

(b). As per Article 5.3 (c) (I), (iii) 
and (Iv), the total area to be allotted 
by the COPT for terminal 
development, berth constructiOT 
and development of railway sl<ifth^'' 
works out to 00 hectares 
square metre) whereat the 
r^al is esdmaled for & lakhs 
square metre. ' clarify 

whether the IGTPL has made any-. 
requei^W the^ 

the nedd fbT'naflbitionar to ^ 

the'^atlty Ufifieatibtttesfrnhate^^^ 
the IGTFL is ^8^' 

2010, 61 % in W ^eait- 2(il1 ah0® 

“ (aj: 


'and normitive fptn!'' 
tabuiated below 


P'Um 


' disciissed ot the joint ^ 
Aird'i to sob out SD^CifiG - 


; pTovisional unaudited 
I along with reCohdi ■- 


ment [Clause 5.3 (f^j, the land 
il development is 70 hectares 
additional - 10), for berth - 10 
IS - lO-het^ares, which sums up 

‘he 
■9 he 

..Si- 



the other expenses consist mainly of security an^urvey 
/ tally expenses. Since the office area at ICTT is lai'O®'" 
cdmbared to RGCT and also volumes are higher, higher 
cWii'^imaied. Detailed break up of this expenses is 

ta6alSedbela»:J^ ms. lakhs) 


2010 

2011 

2012 

111 

116 

122 

97 " 

135 

176 

209 

2^ 

298 


Security _IH_- 

Tally/Survey ^-^35-. 

Total 1 2 09 251 

The other expenses include the Tally / survey costs which 
is to be outsourced at a unit rate of Rs.30.67 per box. This 
has contributed to increase in other expenses over and 
hbove the inflation norms. 


“ wfth tfie ^drd'^ the tlvoughpuV at the. t%mina( ^ 
d: provision has been made to source 
d'de^erienced personnel to undertake the jdd^nal 
f r^ppppibilities that flow out of the growth of the terminal. 





’’there has b^n an error in pstirpatirag the working capital 
employed, f^tesh , calculation i&, furnished. Debtors is 
e^maied^ M days of outi^anPing based on approved 
t^Ol MsI^tSed that inlrd^r to achieve the desired 
grp^Oafe. ^d coi^ter the comp^ltion from Colombo, 
Q H dijli ffpai W ftdits vwffhave to be granted to customers. 


Ci&ent'l^tthe yeair :SPl0, 261,1 and 2012 is 
R^rm^^.126 ^Khs and Rs.t37 Lakhd 
r^)ectively. This is estimalPd^ at or»e month s payment or| 
labour and equtem^ hire cppts. _ —- 
Though it has that qet^d wdilcing tes b^n 

subnktted to TAMP, it h4s nbt s ubmitted Jhe^_draft 
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I operations while segregating the 
cost statement of RGCT from 
I iCTT. The IGTPL may furnish the 
I draft proposed Scale of Rates for 
ICTT operations and furnish 
j detailed working of revenue at the 


proposed Scale of Rates or any detailed working in this^ 
regard. 


(C). Computation of the Normative 
tariff as per 2008 upfront tariff 
guidelines; 


(I). (a). The computation of yard 

! capacity furnished by the IGTPL is 
not in accordance with the formula 
; prescribed in the upfront tariff 
guidelines. Please furnish the yard 

I capacity as per the norms 
' prescribed in the guidelines 

ICI 1 IS proposing to commence the operations with only 
2,000 ground slots. The normative capacity for the entire 
yard area at ICTT would work out to 4.1 Million TEUs. 
However since quay line is the constraining factor, the 
normative capacity indicated at 1195740 TEUs should not 
undergo a change. 

! (b). Indicate the total backup area 
for ICTT operations as per the 
License Agreement terms and also 
i furnish the actual area of land 
available for use for ICTT project 
' and the distribution of available 
j land in terms of storage facility and 
auxiliary facility at the container 
__ I terminal. 

As per the LA, the COPT is obliged to hand over 90 
hectares for development of the yard, berth, railway 
facilities and related activities. The total area available in 
the project site is 115 hectares, IGTPL proposes to 
operate 15,000 ground slots with the additiorral availability 
of land. 

(c), hurnish the container mix viz., 

' foreign containers, transhipment 
containers, coastal containers and 
others, for operating at the optimal 
capacity. The break-up in terms of 
laden, empty containers and reefer 
j containers under each of the above 
category of containers may also be 
furnished. 

It is difficult to quantify the percentages on transhipment 
and foreign containers ratio at forecasted volumes. Based 
on the preset estimates of volumes mix given below the 
normative tariff can be established. Over dimensional and 
Hazardous containers would not be more than 2% of total 
containers in line with trend observed at other terminals. 

Origin Destination Foreign containers 

60% 


Transhipment Containers 

25% 

Coastal Containers 

6 % 

Coastal Transhipment 

4% 

(ii). i Capital Cost: 

I The berth cost and the cost relating 
to berth apron may be shown 
separately. Please confirm 

whether Rail Mounted Gantry 
Cranes Is likely to be deployed for 
the ICTT operations. The unit cost 
adopted for estimating the 

I equipment cost may be 

substantiated with documentary 
! evidence. 

Refer to our response dated 26'" June 2009 furnishing the 
details of civil and equipment costs. 

(iii). Update the unit cost of power and 
j fuel considered for estimating the 
■ power / fuel cost with the prevailing 

I rate. 

me present cost of power is Rs.7.10 per unit at RGCT, 
However, in case of ICTT it is estimated at Rs.9.10 per 
unit. The present fuel cost is Rs.33,05 per litre. 


on civil assets and mechanical and 
electrical equipment estimating as 
! per the normative level of 
percentage indicated in the 
I guidelines seems to have been 
i further escalated by 10% while 
j arriving at the operating cost. 

! Justify the reasons for considering 
j 10% escalation for the individual 
! cost item. 


- un L/IVM dbSeiS anu 

mechanical / electrical equipment are computed in line 
with the guidelines after considering the additional assets 
allocation provided in the guidelines. 





[^lU— 




(V). Iconflrn. that the license | LA Permits licensf^We ot 90 

esBmated for area of 60 hectares The total license fee estimated is as per the is 

of land is as per the provisions of estimated at Rs.32.88 lakhs per annum. The same y 

the License Agreement._ be considered while estabh shing the tarjff.- - 

TUn-The IGTPL has arrived at average Authority’s guidance is sought on how the actual tanff per 

ItevJdorTng revere of LaoIa TEU is to be split in form of tariff schedule appLcaWe for 
per TEU. The IGTPL has, berth hire and terminal handling stevedonng rates for 
however, not furnished the draft various categories of containers, 
phoposed Scale of Rates. The 
draft Scale of Rates may be drawn 
by the IGTPL taking foto account 
the edacity mix, foe tariff structure 
antf pattern of various services 
likely fo be dflferfeC for the 
operations at ICTT so as to 
achieve the estimated annual 
revenue requirement. The IGTPL 
may furnish the draft Scale of 
Rates for levy of container handling 
charges, ground rent and 
miscellaneous charges to meet the 
estimated revenue requirement. 

Furnish detailed working of the 
revenue estimation at the proposed 

-TTjjx-Clause 2 of Appendix-4 of the" The benchmark of the level of productivity will be 

License Agreement requires the moves per hour per crane for handling 
licensee to develop the facilities event sf productivity levels falls belw the minir 
and ^en^ces at^ TCTT so as to prddlic^ty level the mutually agreed reduction in tern 

nfetdlrt the mir^foum productivfty handling charges up to 5% be agreed vi^kh the customi 
level fof 25 moves’per hour. The 
IGTPL may, therefore, propose a 
su 1 tafble‘''^f)rovisioh in case the , 
productivity falls below the 
minimum productivity level required ' v 

to be achieved as per the License 

_ Agreement. ___ . _^— ---— 

15 1 Subsequently the IGTPL vide e-mail of 6 July 2009 has nno<^^ its earlier 

proposal and proposed to levy berth hire charges also on the vessels calling at ICTT. The mam 
submissions made by the IGTPL In the revised proposal are as follows: 

rn From clause 4.1 of the Licence Agreement, It is clear that since the berth is 
constructed by IGTPL for ICTT operations, berth hire charges need to form part of 
IGTPL’s tariff for ICTT operations. In order to avoid any changes in the existing 
tariff structure for berth hire, it proposes to adopt the existing tariff charged by 
.. COPT for berth hire charges. 

(ii) :' ‘ It has esfealsd revenud from berth hire at Rs,128 per TEU. The analysis is tased 
on bertivttre coilectediat the rate prescribed in the Scaie of Rates of COPT for 
ri, vessels that called RG^T berfo during the month of May 2009. 

- The balance revenue is proposed to be allocated to the stevedoring charges. The 
summar^i^the norma^e based tariff furnished by the IGTPL is given below: 


The benchmark of the level of productivity will be 25“ 
mows per hour per crane for handling containers. In 
event of productivTty levels foils below the minimum 
prddlit^ty level the mutually agreed reduction In terminal 
handling charges up to 5% be ^reed with the customer. 


'sTNoTJ Particulais 

Total Revenuejftequirement 

_■ , (ft^owingirtorm^ive guidelines 2009) 

2. : Stevedorkii Khrtfoue 90% of total revenue 

3^ ^ Stevedoring revenue Rs. per TEU 

A^L(Ra.4823^At4^57#g^ya^>Qf- LiV edii 


Amount 
(in f^.) 
5358939 

482304^ 

4034 


vv!-js-y. 
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4. 

Revenue proposed to be collected from berth hire I 
Rs. per TEU 

129 

5. 

Revised stevedoring revenue (Rs. oer TEU) 

3905 


(iii). The IGTPL has also furnished draft Scale of Rates. As per the draft Scale of 
Rates, the berth hire and the handling charge proposed for 20" container is as 
follows: 


(a). Berth hire charge schedule Is proposed ^ prescribed ih Scale of Rates 
of Cochin Port Trust. 


SI. 

No. 

Vessel Size (GRT) 

Rate per GRT 

per hour or part thereof 

Coastal vessel 
(in Rs.) 

Foreign -going vessel 
(in US $) 

1. 

Upto 3000 

0.287 

0.00996 

2. 

3001 to 10000 

0.187 

0,00648 


Minimum charge 

860.544 

29.88 

3. 

10001 to 15000 

0.114 

0.00396 


Minimum charge 

1,866.240 

64.80 

4. 

15001 to 30000 

0.086 

o.odo^ 


Minimum chaitge 

1,710.720 

59:46 

5. 

30001 to 60000 

0 086 

0.003 


Minimum charge 



6. 

60001 and above 

- 0:114 

0.00396 


Minimum charge 


- 


(b). Handling charge (Foreign going ladeh) 


SI. No. 

tariff item 

Proposed Rate 

(i)- 

Gantry crane charges including 
lashing/unlashing and wharfage 

US$78 

(ii). 

Transportation from QC to Yard and 
vice versa and transportation from CY 
to Rail yard and vice versa 

450 

(iii). 

Handling at Container Yard for lift on/off 
from truck/rail or delivery/receipt to and 
from customers 

Note: The rate is per container 
movement. 

600 

(600x2) = 1200 


Total : 

5394* 


The exchange rate adopted for converting dollar denominated 
tariff into rupee term is 1 US $ = Rs.48. 

(iv). The IGTPL has requested to'Incorporate the following condition in its proposed 
Scale tyf Rates: 

“The rates mentioned in the scfife of rates are the ceiling rates. These rate do not 
preclude tCTT from offering lower rates or discounts to its customers so long as 
the rates charged by ICTT d&aot exceed the rates as mentioned herein” 

15.2. The IGTPL has comidered the'vessel profile at RGCT for the period of May 2009. 

While arrivif!^ at thejwoposed berth hire of Rs.129 per TEU which may not be comparable to ICTT 
for which a different traffic profile is projected particularly for transhipment container. The IGTPL 
was, therefore, vide omf letter dated 7 Ju^ 2Pq9 advised to furnish the estimated income from 
berth hire charges for the years 20t0,.> end 2012 under cost plus method as per tariff 
guidelines of 2005 based on the proJect^di>!P^^ traffic to handle actual estimated volumes, GRT 
grouping of the ves^eis, .average, G^T,.4Ji^r each group, parcel size under each group, 
productivity .teybir expend stay of t^^irth under each GRT group. The IGTPL was also 

requested lid:dOh{i^ whether any cop^^itatioh with COPT on the proposed SOR had taken place 
irt terms Of Article 4.2 of thq License .^gre^if^ht. If so, the result of the consultation may be 
communicated. 








^5.3. The IGTPL vide iti tetter dated 10 July 2009 (forwarded by e-mail on 1<6 July 

He® furnished the fbilowirtg Clarifications with reference to Its proposal for levy of berth hire 

dhargeer ■ 






V '.A- 




thf- 


^li). 


th* 

COP 

':Oi 

r^r 


)err 


(iv). 


We hasrenet halt any discussion with the IGTPL regarding ttie proposed levy of 
berth hire charges for ICTT. Highlighting clause 4.1 of the Concession Agreement 
it has stated that all port dues, pilotege, berth hire and other vessel related 
charges shall accrue to the Lioeneor for such services provided by the Lj^nwr. 
This aspect was specifically darified during negotiations with COPT on 29 October 
2004. Since ttie berth is constructed by IGTPL for ICTT operations, berth hire 
charges need to form part of IGTPL's tariff for ICTT operations. 


(ii)- (a)- 


The berth hire charges working for three years, with estimated vessel calls 
in a year as per tariff guidelines of 2005 is furnished. The berth hire 
charge under ttie normative working and the revenue per TEU for berth 
hire at a normative volume is also furnished. 


(b). 


Revenue per TEU towards berth hire is likely to reduce from Rs.67 per 
TEy in 20lp to Rs.52 per TEU in 2012. 


capacity vessel expected to call at ICTT will not result in 
iiidrease In berth hire revenue per TEU since the higher parcel size 
rtKKiire fopreased crane split and relatively lower occupation at berth 
roSul^ ^ ttitecttvely lovwr revenue per TEU. Also, the transshipment will 
■#^et^6rte€teed number of feeders to move the transshipment wntainers 
in India/outside India which will be of lower GRT. 


(c). 


vdaatehp^fite over next ten years is not likely to change significantly 
nprrhattve wQrkfofls^TO 




(d)- 


Tlia revenue per 
TEU is 
volume 


pe^ 


It has segmgated-til® wharf construction cost from the total dvil cost. This works 
out to H(%3p2.ttfe^res. A copy of the same duly certifted by ^r(j||^eers>^) 
stated toib®vte 

Cost _ j. 

The bertM^'dWW®® ttiwiwiwof Idlfowed by TAMP 

white fixing ufrfront tariff for:>ttie Container Terminal at JNPT is fumlsffl. As 
the calculation furnidled^ttlC berth hlresiOhargesiooder>N^ wofffs 

out to Rs.2.07 per GRT:peif:h0ur. Jt has, however, proppjsed to ^ existing: 
berth hire charge prescrtsttaiin the 


(a). 


It has sWfoWftBSftet i^^ allocaterthe entire ivharf costs 

towards teeoi^$f berth hire charges for the following reasons: 

and container yard both are construed to render the handling 
*«rtrfc«a:6a8ed on which the ship stevedoring charges we^^puted at 

as4heifo|^^st of the wharf cannot be;by itseff be^attobuted 
)p bertit +nr® arid hence It needs to be spreedi vis-d^vis berth hire and 
,;|teveclpiif^ ^arges. 


(b). 


,E^he& "kf/niiay not be appropriate to apply the norms for berth hire 
orr o oy. fixation of upfront tariff for services rendered at 


^arge 

ned'5»" 

'.reatfnf. 


Irji, at coal terminal and liquid berth terminal fully for container 


>ss qive. .)y 
’c-ierAeKl is 


' ncj 
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16. Since the communication from IGTPL did not disclose whether the COPT was 
consulted on the modified proposed Scale of Rates as required under Article 4.2. of the License 
Agreement, a copy of the letter received from the IGTPL was forwarded to the COPT seeking their 
comments. 

17. The COPT has responded vide letter dated 8 July 2009. It has made the following 
observation with reference to the modified proposal of the IGTPL to levy berth hire charge: 

(i) . The revised tariff revision proposal submitted to TAMP by IGTPL has not been 

done after consulting the COPT, as required under Clause 4,2 of the License 
Agreement. 

(ii) . (a). According to clause 4.1. (a) of the License Agreement, the Licensee 

(IGTPL) shall have the right to levy and recover tariff from the owners / 
consignees of cargo using Project Facilities (ICTT) services in respect of 
container handling and associated activities in respect of the Project. So 
the clause clearly states that IGTPL can levy only container related 
charges for the services rendered at ICTT. 

(b). Clause 4.1.(b) of the License Agreement further clarifies the matter which 
explains that all Port Dues, Pilotage, Berth Hire and other vessel related 
charges shall accrue to the Licensor (Cochin Port) for such services 
provided by the Licensor. 

(iii) . Mere construction of the berth does not entitle the Licensee to collect the berth 

hire charges. The berthing activity being a vessel related activity is done by the 
Port. Moreover, maintenance of the berth basin is also carried out by the Port 
through capita! and maintenance dredging on a regular basis. 

(iv) . The Port would be spending a sum of Rs.328 crores for the capital dredging for 

the project and the cost of maintenance dredging for the first year i.e. 2010-11 for 
work has already been awarded. It was in anticipation of the high cost of dredging 
that the Port had insisted on^ collecting berth hire charges while negotiating the 
License Agreement. 

(v) . In view of the above, it may be seen that the berth hire shall accrue to the 

Licensor irrespective of the fact that the construction of berth is carried out by'the 
Licensee 

18.1 In view of the above, the COPT and IGTPL were advised to mutually resolve the 

matter relating to collection of berth hire charges at ICTT and to convey the mutually agreed 
position. • 

18.2. The COPT has responded that"a meeting was held with the representatives of 

IGTPL on the matter of inclusion of berth hire rates in the supplementary tariff proposal for ICTT. It 
has reiterated that Articles 4.1 (a) and (b) of License Agreement clearly state that the Licensee 
shall be entitled to levy tariff on cargo from the owners/consignees of cargo in respect of container 
handling and associated activities and that all port dues,- pilotage, berth hire and other vessel 
related charges shall accrue to the port. 

In similar cases in other ports like NSICT at JNPT or second container terminal at Chennai Port 
Trust etc., the ports have been levying the berth hire charges even though the operator may have 
incurred expenditure on constructing the berth. It has reiterated that the berth hire charges are 
leviable from the ships for which the port is required to provide facilities like depended berth basins 
etc. The berth hire charges to be levied from container vessels would only suffice to set off a 
fraction of this expenditure. 

The COPT has clarified that it has dearly conveyed to thd IGTPL to strictly follow the provisions of 
the License Agreement in this matter. 

As regards the question of applying the guidelines for upfront tariff setting for PPP projects at 
Major Port Trusts 2008, it has referred to clause 1.3.2 of the said guidelines which amply clarifies 
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that those projects where bidding process were conclud rd before pubiication of the guidelines do 
not come under their purview. 

project, 

,Q The DToreedinos relating to consultation in this case are available on >«*»»** ^ 

available at our website http://tariff authoritv.q6Vrlfi. 

20. With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of 

this case, the following position emerges: 

(ii The Licence Agreement between Cochin Port Trust (“PT) Ga^^ 

Terminal India Limited (IQTPL) covers ^o licences viz. o^^n of ex^n^^ 
Rajiv Gandhi Container Terminal (RGCT) and International C 
Transhipment Terminal (ICTT). 

The initial tariff of the IGTPL approved by this Authority in October 2005 was for 
me operations at the Rajiv Gandhi International T°"Afp,6m2M5- 
proposal received from the IGTPL, this Authority 

IGTPL dated 11 May 2006 approved tanff for lashing / unlashing, stowage 
planning. , 

(iii) The proposal initially filed by IGTPL In April 2008 did not ®® 9 regate t^ <mst 

statemeL for the RGCT and the International Container Transhipment Term 

At the time of fixing the initial tariff for the operations at RGCT, it was a^ured mat 
me cSsUelat ng to the second licence i.e. ICTT was not included RGCT 

The COPT was of the view that the revenue, cost and investment for me RGCT 
and ICTT should be shown separately. Though the *GTPL ^ ^ng 

react initially, it has later filed a revised proposal date 22 June 2009 segreg g 
The cost for the RGCT and ICTT separately. 

The oroDOsal filed by the IGTPL dated 22 June 2009 and me submissions rade 

bj the IGTPL and COPT are considered in this analysis. The 

IGTPL is considered in two parts viz. (1) RGCT operations and (II) ICTT 

operations. 

1. Operations at the Raiiv Gandh i International Terminal. 

(iv) The IGTPL has stated that it will shift the Container Handling operations to ICTT 
by November 2009. The COPT has also endorsed this posibon. 

ivi The IGTPL has furnished actual traffic, income and expendimre, ^ **?® Xno^ 
'■ 2005-06 to 2008-09 duly reconciling the figures 

06 to 2007-08 and Unaudited Accounts for the year 2008 • . .. 

the year 2009-10 are also furnished. It appears that the ^ 

2009-10 are for eight months period from April 2009 to November 200 . 

(Vi) Clause 2.13 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 mandates 

actual physical and financial performance of the \ w^fe^Sons 

the end of the prescribed tariff validity period tariff oSer was 

relied upon at the time of fixing the «««? 08 The analysis of 

based on estimated position for the years to 200 - the^years 2005-06 

estimates vis-a-vis actual reported in the Annual Amounts for the years zuu 

to 2007-08 is explained in the subsequent paragraphs. 


2919GI/09—14 
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The actual positron reported does not fully follow the approach adopted with 

L® fuTf^crTli *'® '^’e operations 

.hP^r?pf K r !" '^® A® ® er^eal reported by 

.he IGTPL wth the estimates considered in the last tariff revision Order needs to 

^ done with necessary reconciliation in order to make a like-to-like comparison 
n tms analysis, he comparison is made with reference to the estimates fonning 
the basis Of the .ast Order and the actuals reported by IGTPL, The adjustments 
made in the estimates forming the basis for the last tariff Order and the actuals for 
.he purpose of a like to like comparison are shown in Annex - S Thus for the 
correct appreciation of the comparative position of the actual vis-S~vis the 
estimates considered in the last tariff Order, the position after the adjustments 
snown in Annex -1 should be considered. 

The classification of actual income and expenditure furnished by the IGTPL in the 

reported in Annual Accounts for some of the it«ms 
The IGTPL has furnished a statement reconciling the Pbfit t Loss before tax 
reported in the Annual Accounts with the net surplus / deficit reflected in the cost 
statement Actuals furnished by the IGTPL in the cost statement are, therefore 
considered subject to the following modifications/ observations: 

(a). Revenue from lashing / unlashing income which is reported under the 
neao Finance and miscellaneous income by the IGTPL is considered as 
part of the operating income for the years 2005-06 and 2005-07 as 
income from this activity is reported as part of the operating income in the 
audited Annual Accounts. 


(b). 


(c). 


s stated earlier, tariff was for lashing / unlashing was approvei 
subsequent to the initial tariff fixation and such approval was given witi 
retrospective effect from commencement of the services. The estimate 
forming basis for fixing the initial tariff thus did not capture the income am 
expenses relating to lashing / unlashing services. Hence, the actua 
income and expenditure relating to lashing / unlashing is added to th( 
estimates forming the basis of the last tariff order. Both income as well aj 
expenditure relating to lashing/ unlashing are, however, not reported frorr 
the years 2006-07 onwards on the grounds that lashing / unlashinc 
service were discontinued from October 2006. The position reported b\ 
the IGTPL is relied upon in this analysis. 


The estimated revenue shown in the statement attached to the last tariff 
Order is updated with the tariff increase granted by the said Order. 

Both the gain and loss on foreign exchange variation reported in the 
Annual Accounts is not considered. The approach followed by this 
Authority is to allow loss on foreign currency transaction as an item of cost 
only for the actual repayment of loan / debt, which is also not relevant now 
after adoption of Return on Capita! Employed method As the entry 
pertaining to foreign exchange gain / loss reported in the Annual Accounts 
relates to restatement of monetary foreign currency assets at the closing 
dated of the Balance Sheet, both the gain and loss on foreign exchange 
variation is not considered as an item of cost. 


(d) . In the present model of tariff fixing, the effect of direct taxation is not 

considered. Fringe benefit tax not is considered as an Item of cost in line 
with the decision taken already in some of the tariff cases pertaining to 
Cochin Port Trust, Kolkata Port Trust, Kandia Port Trust, etc., 

(e) . During the initial tariff fixation in October 2005, this Authority had allowed 

management fee considered under the head Technical Service Fee (TSF) 
relying on the certificated issued by the Chartered Accountant of IGTPL 
establishing the ‘arms-length relationship’ of the transaction of the TSF 

promoter company subject to the conditions 
that IGTPL will produce at the time of next review documentary evidence 
and IT assessment orders for each of the years to show that the Income 
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Tax Authorities have allowed this expenditure. The IGTPL has furnished 
the Income Tax Assessment Order for the Assessment Year 2006-07 and 
the details furnished to the Income Tax Department in Form 3CD for the 
assessment year 2008-09. The Income Tax Assessment Order does not 
explicitly mention whether this item was admitted as expenditure by the 
Income Tax Authorities. 

The Certificate of the Chartered Accountant produced by the IGTPL to the 
Income Tax Authorities for the Assessment Year 2006-07 states that the 
transaction between the IGTPL and the Associated Enterprise are based 
on the rates which are reasonable having regard to prevailing international 
practice and hence been deemed to be arms length price. Based on the 
Certificate issued by the Auditors of IGTPL this item is admitted as cost as 
per the revised tariff guidelines subject to the condition that the IGTPL wilt 
produce at the time of next review the IT assessment orders for each of 
the years to show that the Income Tax Authorities has allowed this 
expenditure. If such evidence is not produced, expenditure allowed now 
will be set off in the next tariff review. This Authority has in case of 
Chennai Container Terminal Limited. PSA SICAL Terminals Limited 
Visakha Container Terminal Private Limited also admitted this item of 
expense as per the tariff guidelines of 2005 relying on the Certificate 
issued by their Chartered Accountant of arms length relationship of the 
transaction. 

(f) . Though the net financial result shown in the cost statements are exclusive 

of efficiency gain, the IGTPL has separately indicated efficiency gain of 
Rs.3.22 crores in the year 2006-07. Rs. 10.34 crores in the year 2007-08 
and Rs. 13.02 crores in the year 2008-09. On being advised, the IGTPL 
has subsequently furnished calculation of efficiency gain which on 
account of optimum utilisation of yard capacity at RGCT. 

As per the clause 2.4.1. of the tariff guidelines, benchmark to measure 
efficiency Improvement is the average performance of the same terminal 
achieved in the preceding cycle. The first tariff Order was passed in 
October 2005 considering estimates for the years 2005-06 to 2007-08. 
Hence the actuals for these years is to be considered for comparison with 
the next cycle. The computation of efficiency gain by the IGTPL is not 
found to be as per the relevant clause of the tariff guidelines 2005. 

(g) . During the initial tariff fixation, the IGTPL had confirmed that upfront fee of 

Rs.40.80 crores was relevant for RGCT operations only and this amount 
was towards the cost of equipment taken over from the COPT. The 
residual value of Rs.15.11 crores payable by the COPT as per the terms 
of LA at the end of the fourth year, was excluded and depreciation was 
computed on the balance Rs.25.69 crores for four years period by the 
IGTPL. In addition, scrap value of two RTGs were also excluded. 

(h) . The IGTPL has now maintained that the Plant and Machinery taken over 

from the COPT was depreciated over their useful life of 8.1 to 9.08 years 
estimated by the management. The depreciation policy adopted by the 
IGTPL is different from the position considered in the last tariff Order. The 
approach adopted in the initial tariff fixation is to evenly distribute the 
burden over the period of operation of the RGCT. The same approach is 
adopted for appraising the actual position. For this purpose, the 
predetermined value, jof Rs. 1095.75 lakhs realizable from the COPT for 
returning 1 RTG irfo 2 Quay cranes is excluded from the total value of 
assets taken over from the COPT reported at Rs.4080 lakhs and the 
depreciation is calculated on the balance 2984.25 lakhs at the uniform 
rate for the actual period of operations at the RGCT i.e. 4 years and 8 
fTK)nths. 
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The estimates considered in the last tariff Order is also adjusted for 
depreciation on assets taken over from the COPT in view of extended 
operations at the RGCT as against 4 years assumed in the last tariff 
Order. 

In the initial ta,i' Trder depreciation in respect of the other assets/ 
equipment r'.'oputed based on the life norms adopted in the 
Companies Ac -ased on the life norm prescribed in the LA which ever 
is higher. Th- - has reported that the depreciation on fixed assets 
other than assets taken over from the COPT is provided on the rate 
specified under straight line method specified in the Companies Act. The 
position reported by the IGTPL is considered. 

(i) . In the initial tariff Order, preliminary expenses was spread over the period 

of four years relevant for RGCT operations as proposed by the IGTPL 
The cost statement now submitted by IGTPL does not show any 
expenses under this head. The IGTPL has, however, clarified that 
preliminary expenses are reported under Intangibles and shown along 
with depreciation. From the Annual Accounts and the cost statements 
submitted by the IGTPL, it is found that Rs.368.73 lakhs reported as the 
Preliminary Expenses is spread over seven years period from the year 
2005-06. For the purpose of a like to like comparison and on the 
assumption that this expense does not fully relate to ICTT, the estimates 
considered in the last tariff Order are adjusted to write off the expense 
over seven years. 

(j) . During the initial tariff revision the upfront payment of Rs.40.80 crores 

which pertains to the cost of equipment taken over from the COPT was 
excluded from the capital employed to the extent of deferred payment 
permitted by the Licence Agreement. While doing so, interest on the 
unpaid upfront payment was admitted as cost item. 

While reporting the actuals, the entire upfront payment is shown by IGTPL 
as part of the gross block of assets under the head plant and machinery 
and return is claimed thereon. Consequently, interest on the unpaid 
upfront payment does not arise and rightly not claimed also. 

The differential between the return allowable on the relevant asset block 
and the interest on the dues to the port is suitably adjusted in the earlier 
estimates for the purpose of comparison. 

(k) . The net fixed assets reported in the Annual Accounts is considered and 

the working capital, as per the norms prescribed in 2005 guidelines, is 
considered. The effect of modification done in the depreciation on the 
capital employed is recognised in the reconciliation statement 

(0- In the initial tariff Order, the IGTPL claimed that the capacity of the 
terminal will be 255000 TEUs based on average dwell time of 7 days. The 
COPT had, however, certified the capacity of the terminal will be 401000 
TEUs based on the average dwell time of 4.45 days which was 
considered for the purpose of this analysis. The maximum permissible 
Return on Capita! Employed (ROCE) of 15% was moderated for tne year 
2006-06 with reference to the capacity utilisation in line with the revised 
tariff guidelines for the year 2005-06 and for the subsequent years full 
ROCE was allowed as the capacity utilisation based on the throughput 
projections was more than 60%. 

The capacity utilisation for the actual throughput with reference to the 
capacity considered in the last tariff Order is at the level of 50% for the 
year 2005-06. Hence for the year 2005-06 the ROCE is moderated to the 
level of the capacity utilisation, in the year 2006-07, the capacity 
utilisation based on the actual throughput is 57%. The guidelines of 2005, 
stipulates that if utilisation is in the region of 50% to 60%, the maximum 
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permissible return can be allowed on a case to case basis after analysing 
the factors leading to capacity under utilisation. In view of the' yard 
constraints brought out by the IGTPL, the maximum permissible Return on 
Capital Employed (ROCE) of 15% is allowed in the year 2006-07. For the 
subsequent years, the capacity utilisation is beyond 60% and hence full 
ROCE is allowed as per the guidelines of 2005. 

(m) . Though the IGTPL in the initial proposal had stated that the impact of 

wage revision with reference to the employees of COPT engaged for the 
RGCT operations is considered to the extent of 20%, in the revised 
proposal it has stated that the salaries for the years 2006-07 to 2008-09 
are estimated based on account payment made for COPT staff and final 
wage settlement of the Cochin Port staff who are on deputation with 
IGTPL is yet to be completed. Since the IGTPL has not segregated the 
employee cost with reference to the COPT employees taken on 
deputation and the employees of the IGTPL, it may not be possible to 
make provision for wage revision with accuracy. During ttie initial tariff 
fixation, the staff cost for the COPT employees taken over by the IGTPL 
was estimated to be Rs.795.26 lakhs for the year 2005-06 by the COPT. 
In the absence of actuals for this item separately made available by the 
IGTPL, the position reported during 2005-06 is taken as the base. 
Applying the annual escalation factor of 6.44% per annum, the impact of 
wage revision is eMimated from 1 January 2007 at 15% of the wage cost 
in line with the wage revision impact allowed in tariff cases of Cochin Port 
Trust, Visakhapatnam Port Trust, etc. Provision for wage revision is also 
made in the estimates for the year 2009-10. 

(n) . The analysis, subject to the adjustments explained above, shows that a 

total additional surplus of F?s.2.54 crores for the years 2005-06 to 2007-08 
as against deficit of Rs.6.59 crores which was estimated for the 
corresponding period in the initial tariff Order. ^ 

(o) . Comparison of the position estimated in the 2005 tariff Order vis-^-vis the 

actuals in the terms of the physical and financial parameters shows the 
following: 

(i) . The actual traffic handled is lower than the estimates considered 

in the Order by 6% in the year 2005-06, 8% in the year 2006-07 
and 5% in the year 2007-08. 

(ii) The actual income is found to be 16%, 10% and 3% more than 
the estimates for three years 2005-06 to 2007-08 respectively. 

(iii) . Comparison of total admissible actual expenses including 

depreciation, management and general overhead and finance and 
miscellaneous expense vis-^-vis the expenses forming the basis 
for the last tariff Order, subject to the adjustments made as per 
the reconciliation statement, show that the expenses is 7% higher 
in the years 2005-06 in comparison to the estimates and for the 
years 2006-07 and 2007-08 it is 4% and 3% lower than the 
estimated position. 


The variation in the capital employed arises mainly due to 
deferred upfront payment excluded in the estimates forming the 
basis for the last tariff Order. Without such exclusion, the 
variation in the actual capital employed vis-a-vis the estimates is 
in the range of 3% to 14% for the three years 2005-06 to 2007-08. 

Thus, the physical and financial performance of the IGTPL in the 
said three years shows a variation within the region of +/(-) 20%. 
As prescribed in clause 2.13 of the 2005 tariff guidelines, no 
adjustment of additional surplus arising in the said three year is, 
therefore, made in the future tariff. 


109 



no 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


(vii). The validity of the Scale of Rates approved by this Authority in October 2005 was 
till 31 March 2008 which has subsequently been extended. Since the earlier tariff 
order does not cover the year 2008-09, the actual position as reported by the 
IGTPL, subject to the modification done for the reasons already explained earlier 
is considered. The additional surplus after admissible expenses and permissible 
return for the year 2008-09 comes to Rs. 1206.45 lakhs at existing level of tariff. A 
statement showing of the analysis of actual vis-^-vis estimates for the years 2005- 
06 to 2007-08 and the actual as per the provisional Annual Accounts 2008-09 
after effecting the modifications explained above is attached as Annex -1. 

This Authority had passed an Order No. TAM P/23/2003-WS on 30 September 
2008 refining the guidelines of 2005 which, inter alia, specifies that grant of 
extension of the existing tariff of a major port trust / private terminal shall be 
subject to the condition that additional surplus, if any, over and above the 
admissible cost and permissible return accrued during the extended period would 
be fully set off in the next tariff revision. While extending the Scale of Rates of the 
IGTPL in vide Order No.TAMP/34/2005-IGTPL dated 17 June 2009, it was 
stipulated that additional surplus, if any, over and above the admissible cost and 
permissible return for the period post 1 April 2008 will be adjusted fully in the tariff 
to be determined. 

Since operations at the RGCT will continue only for few more months from now 
and IGTPL has proposed to continue with the existing tariff at the RGCT for the 
remaining period of operation and also bearing in mind the need to moderate the 
initial rates at ICTT, the balance of convenience is to adjust the additional surplus 
arising from the RGCT operations at the existing level of tariff in the tariff to be set 
for ICTT. 

(viii). The estimates furnished by the IGTPL for the year 2009-10 for the RGCT 
operations are considered with the following modifications: 

(a) . The IGTPL has furnished copies of recent electricity bill of April 2009 

which shows unit cost of power at Rs.6.87 per unit whereas power cost is 
estimated by IGTPL adopting unit rate of Rs.7.10. The estimated power 
cost for the year 2009-10 is, therefore, corrected based on the prevailing 
rate furnished by the IGTPL. 

The unit cost of fuel considered by the IGTPL for the year 2008-09 is 
Rs.36.37 per litre and Rs.38.36 litre for the year 2009-10. For the ICTT 
operations, it has considered the unit cost of fuel at 33.05 per litre. To our 
query to update the fuel rate with the prevailing rate, the IGTPL has 
confirmed that the prevailing rate is Rs.33.05. That being so, for the 
period April to June 2009 i.e. three months the unit cost of fuel is 
considered at Rs.33.05 and for the balance period i.e. July to November it 
is considered at Rs.36.10 taking into consideration the recent hike in fuel 
price announced by the Government. 

(b) . The lease rental estimated by the IGTPL at Rs.11,34 crores is for the full 

year which is considered only for the period of operations at the RGCT i.e, 
tilt Novembe'- 2009. 

(c) . The estimate of the others cost items except the management and 

general overhead is found to be within the annual escalation of 5.8% 
allowed b> this Authority for the tariff cases decided in the year 2009-10. 
The annual escalation in the management and general overhead is 
restricted to the 5.8%. 

(d) . Depreciation for the year 2009-10 includes Rs, 11.70 crores on account of 

impaired assets. The IGTPL has clarified that the difference between the 
written down value of the assets as on 30'" November 2009 and the 
transfer price to COPT is shown as impairment 
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With reference to the transfer cost of assets worth Rs.40.80 crores taken 
over from ttie COPT, the approach as adopted in the initial tariff Order of 
evenly writir>g off over the life of RGCT life period is followed. The 
position maintained for the previous years is applied to modify the 
depreciation estimate for the year 2009-10 also. 

The impairment cost of assets claimed by IGTPL also include other assets 
worth Rs.259.32 lakhs. Since the exact Impairment cost with reference to 
these assets is not furnished separately by the IGTPL, depreciation at the 
Tate based on life norm of 6.16 years stated in Annual Accounts for the 
years 2005-06 to 2009-10 (upto November) is provided and the residual 
value of the assets estimated at the end of November 2009 is treated as 
impairment cost and considered along with the depreciation in the year 
2009-10 (upto November). 

(e). The modified cost statement for the year 2009-10 is attached as Annex - 
II. Tfie cost dement reflects sun^Jus of Rs.815 lakhs for the year 2009- 
10. For reasons stated earlier, the additional surplus estimated for the 
year 2009-10 along with the surplus estimated for the year 2008-09 is to 
be adjusted while determining the tariff of ICTT under the cost plus 
mefliod. The aggregate additional surplus for the years 2008-09 and 
2009-10 i.e. Rs.2021 lakhs is adjusted over a period of five years of ICTT 
operation, in line with the decision taken In respect of such adjustment In 
the case of some other private terminals like the NSICT and the PSA 
SICAL. 

Since the figures considered in the analysis for the year 2008-09 js based 
on provisional accounts and 2009-10 is based on estimates, the actual 
position for the year 2008-09 and 2009-10 shall be subject to review 
during the next tariff revision exercise. If any variation is found in the 
additional surplus quantified now, such variation will be fully adjusted in 
the next tariff validity cycle. 

(ix) . The proposal of the IGTPL to continue with the existing tariff for the operations at 

the RGCT Is accepted recognising that only few months are left after which it 
proposes to shift the operations to ICTT and return the RGCT back to the COPT. 
In the Initial proposal, the IGTPL had proposed to introduce levy of Rs.30 per TEL) 
to cover the impact of wage revision with reference to the COPT employees 
deputed at the RGCT. In the revised proposed SOR, however, it has not 
mentioned about the said levy. In any case, the provision for wage revision is 
made with reference to the COPT employees deputed at the RGCT In the cost 
statement from the period 1 January 2007 to November 2009. 

II. International Container Transhipment Tenninal : 

Clause 2.2 of the Tariff Guidelines (2005) requires TAMP to be guided, amongst 
other things, by factors which will encourage competition, economical use of 
resources, efficiency in performance and optimum investment; ensure just and fair 
return to ports; tariff leverage to improve operational efficiency of the ports; long 
term objective to move to competitive pricing and to push performance of Indian 
ports to internationally competitive levels. The existing terminal-wise cost plus 
approach to tariff setting takes into account the traffic volumes achieved at a 
terminal in the, past period and the expected growth for the future. Tariff fixation 
cannot be viewed as a mere arithmetic exercise but should keep in view the 
market dynamics. 

(x) . In its revised proposal, the IGTPL has requested to determine the tariff for ICTT 

operations on a normative basis over a long term period in conformity with the 
guidelines of February 2008 announced by the Government for determination of 
upfront tariff. The IGTPL has argued that since the ICTT operations are 
commencing post 2008 guidelines, the normative approach prescribed in the said 
guidelines may be considered in its case. It has also submitted that the normative 
tariff will be lower in comparison to the tariff fixed following the usual cost plus 
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method which will benefit the trade and impart stability and provide a conducive 
environment to negotiate long term contracts. Cost statements for ICTT 
operations are, however, furnished under cost plus method following 2005 
guidelines as well as tariff based on the normative guidelines of 2008, 

Clause 1.3.1. of the guidelines of 2008 stipulates that these guidelines wiH apply to 
all ppp projects for which bids will be invited by setting tariff caps upfront in the 
manner provided therein when such projects are awarded under Bt_n,'BOOT or 
any other arrangement for private sector participation under the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 adopted by the Government as amended from time to time. Clause 
1.3.2. of the said guidelines further clarifies that the Guidelines for Regulation of 
Tariff at Major Ports, 2004 which were notified in the Gazette No.39 dated 31 
March 2005, as may be amended from time to time, shall continue to govern the 
tariff setting for the Major Port Trusts and the private terminals already operating 
thereat and also for the projects where bidding process is concluded before 
publication of these guidelines in the Gazette. The COPT has also referred to the 
above clauses of the tariff guidelines 2008 and maintained that these guidelines 
would not apply in the case of the IGTPL. 


This Authority has elaborated its view on fixing tariff on normative basis, while 
deciding the tariffs at Nhava Sheva International Container Terminal Ltd, (NSICT). 
This Authority observed in the said case that the existing cost plus method does 
not adequately recognize the efforts of an operator which enables him to achieve 
volume beyond the standard capacity. This approach provides a framework that 
would encourage an operator to bring efficiency in operations to handle volumes 
higher than the standard capacity level considered for tariff computation in order to 
improve return on investment. Also rising volume will benefit port users and trade 
at large. Besides, this approach will also discourage capacity under utilization. 
The Authority still maintains that tariff fixing on normative basis is a desirable 
approach. Undoubtedly, normative approach enables to even out wide fluctuations 
in tariff by restricting annual tariff increase to a fraction of inflation. While 
recognizing that the normative tariff guidelines of 2008 cannot be applied in toto in 
this case, the case can be analysed under the provisions of tariff guidelines of 
2005, keeping in view the norms prescribed in the 2008 guidelines. 

(xiii) It was therefore, decided in NSICT case to fix tariff with reference to standard 
capacity level, irrespective of traffic forecast, in order to encourage the volume 
efficiency achieved by the operator. The formula prescribed to determine 
optimum capacity in the 2008 guidelines provides a useful analytical basis to 
determine the standard capacity only. The model adopted in the NSICT case 
cannot be applied meaningfully in this case at the present juncture when standard 
capacity is not achieved. However, the method will be relevant when the volumes 
handled at ICTT exceed the standard capacity. When such a stage is reached, 
which is expected after the 7th of operation as projected by IGTPL in its 30 year 
analysis, the normative approach adopted to determine tariff at NSICT can be 
useful and could be applied without much difficulty for determining the tariff in 
future when the traffic volumes exceed the standard capacity in the future for 
providing long term stability in tariff structure for benefit of all stake holders. 

(xiv) While stipulating that the cost plus approach would continue, clause 2.4.1 of the 
tariff guidelines 2005 also mentions about the attempts to be made to evolve 
norms for different items of cost. The national level working group constituted for 
this purpose could not recommend any specific norms for implementation in 
respect of the existing terminals and instead suggested that a terminal specific 
approach towards efficiency improvement as specified in clause 2.4.1. of the 
guidelines would be the workable option. 

Even if evolving norms for older terminals may be fraught with problems as 
concluded by the Working Group, possibilities of evolving a normative approach 
for the greenfield terminals like ICTT need to be explored. In the consultation 
meeting held with different container terminal operators as a part of evolving the 
standard capacity based approach in the NSICT case, all the stakeholders 
endorsed adoption of a normative approach. Applying normative method in a 
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newer terminal is relatively easier because of recent investments and absence of 
legacy cost. This Authority is, therefore, of the view that norms for fixing tariff 
even in the case of older terminal need to be evolved duly recognizing the ground 
realities and fixing tariff based on norms should be the desirable approach. Even 
in the case of IGTPL, this analysis considers development of 600 mtrs. of quay 
length which when extended in ftjture, the tariff level under cost plus method may 
escalate sharply due to the surge in incremental capital investment. It may, 
therefore, be advantageous to adopt a normative approach to smoothen the tariff 
increase with a view to provide greater stability in tariff which will help the trade as 
well as the terminal operator to plan in advance their business decisions. Tariff 
Guidelines of 2005 are due for review by March 2010. This will provide an 
opportune time to revisit the existing guidelines with a view to evolve a normative 
approach for fixing tariff at newer terminals which are not covered by the upfront 
tariff guidelines. If such a method is evolved as a part of the revised guidelines 
and implemented, tariff for ICTT can be worked out within normative framework. 
Normative framework is a better (desirable) approach as it provides an objective 
basis to determine tariff with reference to certain predetermined standards of 
operation and asset utilization instead of relying solely on the actuals of a 
particular operator. The normative approach not only benefits an efficient operator 
but also protects the interest of users by not allowing cost of inefficiency in the . 
name of actual. The normative framework will also encourage an operator to 
improve efficiency and handle volumes higher than the standard capacity level In 
order to improve his return on Investment. Further rising volumes and efficient 
operation will go a long way to benefit ports, port users and trade. 

It has come out clearly in the joint hearing that the primary concern, which is 
shared by IGTPL, COPT and the user community, is the steep hike in tariff in the 
initial phase of the project due to high level of capital investment. Some of the user 
associations have even demanded reduction in existing rates. As correctly pointed 
out by the COPT at the joint hearing, the task before the Authority is to balance 
the trade Interest and allow the reasonable level of return to the operator on his 
investment for creating the facilities. 

The objective of moderating tariff increase in the hiilial years can be achieved by 
allowing a reduced level of return to the operator in the initial years and 
compensate the shortfall quantified at the present value in the subsequent period. 
This approach enables not only moderate the Initial tariff but also to avert a 
possible tariff fall in the latter years when volumes Increase, thereby providing a 
reasonable stability in tariff over medium term. This will also ensure reasonable 
return to the port, with suitable adaptations. Further the amount received by the 
port as its share of revenue will consistently increase with increasing volume of 
the traffic handled by the terminal operator. In addition, this will provide stability to 
the port and terminal operator for further development of both port and terminal 
related facilities on a long temn basis. 

This Authority feels it is desirable to adopt the graded annual tariff increase linked 
to inflation as it does not put an undue strain on the users. Keeping this in mind it 
is necessary to moderate and to determine the tariff increase on an objective and 
Scientific basis In the initial period. The framework of the normative tariff approach 
is well suited. Keeping in view the need to moderate tariff Increase in the initial 
period and provide objective and scientific basis for tariff setting, the principles of 
normative tariff can be adopted, subject to adjustment of the total revenue 
requirement to match with aggregate estimated revenue under cost plus 
approach. 

Normative approach provides a useful analytical tcx>l to refine the usual cost plus 
method to moderate the initial tariff spike and at the same time to allow the entitled 
return to the operator over a longer horizon of time. Only the norms prescribed in 
the tariff guidelines of 2008 are adopted in the process since separate set of 
norms under cfause 2.4.1 of the tariff guidelines of 2005 are not evolved. The 
normative approach is suitably adjusted to factor the actual capital cost instead of 
the estimates prior to bidding. As reported by COPT, no estimate was prepared 
prior to the bidding stage and the investment being made by IGTPL is in line with 
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tne requirements of the License Agreement, This cails for consideration of the 
cap for a period longer than the usual tariff period. As the subsequent analysis 
wiii reveal that the twin competing objective.^ i.e. moderation in tariff and stated 
iovei of return to the operator can be effectively achieved by considering the case 
for a period stretching over six years from 2010 to 2C15. 

Afte-f the 7th year, it is expected that traffic handled temiirfa! would reach 

the standard capacity level determined based on norms given !rr2008 guidelines 
in that case it would be feasible to apply the normative approach as adopted in 
NSICT, it is also expected that norms would be evolved by the review exercise 
under clause 2.4.1 of the existing guidelines for terminals set up before the 
CwiTmciicement of 2008 guidelines, even if finalisation of new guidelines takes 
some time, it also needs to be reiterated that Authority will suggest to the 
governrrtent for evolving norms as part of the new guidelines for terminals set up 
prior to 2008 guidelines. It is also reasonable to assume that approach and policy 
for fixing tariff for terminals set up prior to 2008 guidelines can not be significantly 
different frcm the policy followed for new terminals governed by 2006 guidelines. 

Of course, appropriate changes and adaptations will have to be made in the 2008 
guidelines to reflect the existing status of these terminals and to provide a rational 
b^sis for fixing tariff for them with a view to encouraging efficiencies in their 
c-perations and to provide long term viability and stability to terminals in the best 
interests of ail stake holders. The endeavor should be to sincerely pursue these 
objectives. 


ui conclusior., it may be stated that normative approach for fixing tariff Is 
::^Ppropriate r.ot only in this case but it can also be applied to other oid terminals 
v.<th advantage to all stake holders. 


(x. n u*- vIP m exercise of its powers.had.notified refinement on certain areas of the 
iXK-Siing approach vide order No. TAMP/23/2003-WS dated 30.10.2008. Under 
the said notification Port Trust and private terminal operators are required to 
furnish a report of the actual physical and financial performance within 15 days of 
completion of each quarter of a year in the same format in which the cost 
statement for the tariff proposals are filed along with the reasons for variation from’ 
the estimates relied upon for fixing the tariff. If a variation of (■♦■)/(-} 20% is 
observed between the actual and the estimates for two consecutive quarteriy 
period, this Authority will call upon the operator to submit their proposal for an 
ahead of scheduled review. If the concerned port trust or private terminal operator 
fails to file a tariff proposal within the time limit to be stipulated, this Authority will 
proceed suo moiu to review the tariff. It has to be recognized that the entire 
analysis is based on estimates in this case. If need be, necessary tariff corrections 
can be made for ensuring interests of all stakeholders during the period of six 
yaers. it is to be noted that the power to review tariff at any time for good and valid 
reasons is available to this Authority. This power can be exercised even in upfront 
tariff cases if any unforeseen developments take place during the project life 
cycle 

xvii). Another important aspect relates to claim of iGTPL to levy berth hire charges. 
Since the investment reported includes cost of berth, an additional tariff item could 
go to reduce burden on container charges. The IGTPL has justified its claim 
based on the ground that since the berth for ICTT is constructed by them, it is 
entitled to collect berth hire charges. However, COPT has contested this claim. 
The COPT and IGTPL are advised to resolve issues between themselves in the 
manner provided in the license agreement. This Authority has proceeded with the 
case based on revised proposal filed after the joint hearing which did not include 
berth hire. If berth hire charges are to be collected by ICTT, the tariff determined 
by this order will be adjusted appropriately. If berth hire is to be allowed 
separately at a later stage it may not affect the total revenue estimated now but 
wil! affect distribution of revenue over different sub activities and hence the unit 
tariff rates. 
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(xviii). (a). Before proceeding with the further analysis, It is relevant to mention about 
the capital cost estimated by the IGTPL for Its operations at the ICTT 
which has significant impact on fixation of tariff. In its revised proposal 
dated 22 June 2009, the IGTPL has estimated the gross block of assets 
for ICTT operations in the years 2010 at Rs. 1335.20 crores constituting of 
Rs.68.64 crores with reference to RGCT assets carried over to iCTT 
operations and addition of new assets worth Rs.1266.57 crores. 

(b) . The Report of the Chartered Accountant furnished by the IGTPL reveal 

that out of total civil cost of Rs.889.30 crores projected by the IGTPL, 
Rs.712.50 crores is certified based on the contract documents and 
Rs.144.60 crores pertain to uncontracted estimates which are likely to be 
incurred in ftjture and balance Rs.32.10 crores relate to the additional 
compensation claimed by suppliers which is to be approved by the IGTPL. 

(c) . The COPT has furnished its report on verification of the capiUI 

expenditure claimed by the IGTPL for iCTT project. The COPT has in its 
report certified civil capital expenditure of Rs.729.7 crores out of 
Rs.889.40 crores estimated by the IGTPL. With reference to capital 
expenditure on equipment projected by the IGTPL at Rs.377.13 crores, 
the port has authenticated capex worth Rs.270.14 crores. The COPT has 
submitted that the remaining expenditure are either at quotation or 
estimation stage and hence could not be verify by them. 

(d) . Thus it is clear that the capital cost projected by the IGTPL for ICTT 

operations could not be certified fully either by the Auditors of the IGTPL 
or by the COPT. Nevertheless. It is recognised that capex will be incurred 
in future also as commissioning of ICTT is still about 5 months away. It in 
this regard, it may be relevant here to note that the COPT has earlier 
certified that the expenses incurred are in line with the facilities to be 
created as per the LA. 

The revised capital employed furnished by IGTPLMs^ relied upon for the 
purpose of this analysis. 

(xix). It is true that the ICTT will be commissioned after about 5 months arid there can 
be an argument that this Authority should wait for some more time for the issues 
relating to capital estimates and levy of berth hire charges to be settled. The 
IGTPL vide its letter dated 16 July 2009 has urged this Authority to pass this Uriff 
order at the earliest. Their marketing efforts with international shipping lines to call 
at ICTT is not reportedly yielding desired result in view of lack of clarity on the 
ICTT tariff over a longer period. This Authority is willing to consider the request of 
IGTPL as ICTT is expected to handle not only the existing traffic at RGCT but also 
a significant volumes of transhipment via mainline vessels and, as pointed out by 
IGTPL, planning a mainline vessel call at a new terminal may require some time 
for the shipping lines to evaluate the new business option available. 

(XX). Subject to the above discussion, the estimates furnished by the IGTPL are 
analysed as under: 

(a). Traffic estimated by the IGTPL is 478000 TEUs in the year 2010, 588000 
TEUs in the year 2011 and 684456 TEUs in the year 2012. For the 
subsequent years, the IGTPL has projected around increase of about 
10% in the 30 years analysis. The traffic projection assumes that the 
transhipment containers will form around 29% of the total volume which is 
significantly higher in comparison to the existing traffic profile handled at 
RGCT. The IGTPL has clarified that the ICTT is formed primarily to attract 
transhipment cargo and its estimate is based on the traffic handled at 
Colombo Port and considering the transhipment containers at the South 
Indian Ports. Even the Cochin Port Trust has agreed that the ICTT 
operations is primariiy to develop it as a transhipment hub and has not 
contested the traffic projections. In view of the above, the over all traffic 
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projections and the estimated share of transhipment containers, as 
furnished by ICTPL, is considered in the analysis. 

The estimates furnished by the IGTPL for non transhipment container 
show that the container mix of 20 feet and 40 feet import / export boxes 
assumed in the traffic estimation is 50:50. From the breakup of actual 
containers for non transhipment container category reportedly handled in 
the years 2007>08 and 2008-09 at the RGCT operations, it so found that 
the boxes to TEU ratio was around 1.28. When sought a specific 
clarification on adopting container mix of 20740’ container different from 
the past actuals, the IGTPL has made a general statement that the 
projected volumes are at box TEU ratio of 1.50 in view of larger number of 
40’ containers from transhipment volumes for all three years. 

Though it may not apply to the existing terminals, the TEU ratio prescribed 
in the upfront tariff guidelines of 2008 for assessing the optimal quay 
capacity is 1.3. The TEU ratio at many other private container terminals is 
also around 1.3. Sudden increase in the share of 40 feet container 
assumed by the IGTPL is not supported by any analysis. The number of 
boxes considered by the IGTPL under the non transhipment category for 
the estimates of income is, therefore, modified by applying conversion 
factor of 1.30 which is closer to the actual obtained for the RGCT as 
against the ratio of 1.5 adopted by the IGTPL. Notably, the traffic 
estimates in terms of TEUs projected by IGTPL are not altered but only 
the number of boxes in the non transhipment category is altered. 
Consequently, the estimation of income is also modified 

It is open for IGTPL to propose ahead-of-schedule review of tariff as per 
tariff guidelines in case of any significant shift in the conversion factor 
considered which will adversely affect the finance / cost model considered 
in this analysis. 

(b) . The IGTPL has not considered income from lashing / unlashing in the 

income estimation though it has submitted that lashing / unlashing 
services would be provided by them at the ICTT operations. Income from 
lashing / unlashing is considered in the analysis based on the existing 
tariff level approved by this Authority. The IGTPL despite specific request 
had not furnished detailed computation of income at the existing level of 
tariff. The income as estimated at the existing tariff level approved for the 
RGCT operations is considered. 

In the existing SOR for RGCT, the tariff for lashing/uniashing and stowage 
planning and supervision is prescribed on per box basis The IGTPL has 
in the SOR for ICTT proposed to merge the tariff for lashing/uniashing and 
stowage planning as part of the composite rate for handling charge. 
Consequently, the tariff component pertaining to lashing/uniashing 
forming part of the composite rate is prescribed at 1.5 times and 2.0 times 
the 20’ box for a 40’ container and above 40’ container respectively. The 
impact of this change in the revenue is considered while modifying the 
income estimation. 

(c) . The existing SOR for RGCT does not prescribe separate tariff for 

transportation of Container from ’Container Yard to Rail yard for ICD 
containers. The IGTPL has proposed tariff for this service in the Scale of 
Rates for ICTT at the level proposed for transportation from Quay to 
Container Yard. It has, however, not indicated ICD traffic separately nor 
has factored the income likely to accrue for the movement of ICD traffic 
moving from Container Yard to Rail Yard. 

it is understood that the Rail borne traffic at the Jawaharlal Nehru Port 
Trust is around 30% of the total traffic. At the Southern Indian Ports, the 
position is obtained at Chennai Container Terminal Limited where 
movement by rail forms about 6% of the total non-transhipment container. 
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!n the absence of any details furnished by the IGTPL, it is assumed that 
6% of the non-transhipment containers will avail the service of movement 
from Container Yard to Rail Yard at the ICTT. The income estimation is 
modified to include income for this movement of container at the existing 
rate prescribed for movement from Quay to Container Yard in line with the 
proposal of the IGTPL. 

The income from dollar denominated tariff items is reportedly estimated by 
IGTPL considering the exchange rate of 1 US $ = Rs.48. The if|Come 
estimate is modified considering the prevailing exchange rate of 1 US $ - 
Rs.48.5225. 


For ICTT operations only the employees recruited by IGTPL are 
reportedly taken into consideration. The number of employees as 
estimated by IGTPL for all the years under consideration and the average 
pay estimated for the year 2010 is relied upon. This Authority has 
decided to adopt annual escalation factor of 5.8% for the tariff cases to be 
disposed of in the year 2009-10. That being so. the annual escalation in 
the unit cost of employee is restricted to 5.8% for the years 2011 and 
2012 . 


The power cost is estimated by the IGTPL adopting the consumption of 17 
units per TEU obtained from the operations at the RGCT. Since the 
RGCT operations were based on the old cranes it may not be fully 
relevant for the operations at the ICTT. The guidelines of 2008 for upfront 
tariff fixation prescribe the consumption norm at 8 units per TEU. The 
IGTPL has also agreed vide its letter 30 June 2009 that the norrns 
prescribed in the 2008 guidelines may be considered since it is not able to 
assess the consumption level at the ICTT. However, for the pujpose of 
this analysis, consumption of power is considered at 12 units per TEU \.q. 
based on the highest level of power consumption allowed in the ariff 
Orders for other container terminals like the NSICT and JNPT upfront tariff 


case. 


The unit cost of power considered by the IGTPL for the year 2010 is 
Rs9 90 which is modified to Rs.7.27 based on the prevailing rate of 
RS6.87 reported by the IGTPL and after applying suitable escalation 
factor of 5.8%. For the subsequent years, stated level of annual 
escalation in the cost Is considered. 


The unit cost for fuel considered by the IGTPL is Rs.71.70 P®r litre 
whereas under normative method the unit cost of fuel is considered by 
them at Rs.38 per litre. In our analysis, unit cost of fuel considered for the 
year 2010 is Rs.38.19 per litre based on the prevailing rate after applying 
the permissible escalation factor. 

The equipment hire charge is estimated by the IGTPL at Rs.150 per TEU 
with 2.50% annual increase towards inflation. The estimate furnished by 
the IGTPL is considered without any modification. 

The IGTPL has estimated lease rental for 90 hectares of land. The COPT 
has reported that 48.80 hectares of land has been allotted to IGTPL for Us 
operations at ICTT. Hence the lease rental is estimated for 48.80 
hectares based on the position reported by the COPT. 

The management and general overheads estimated by the IGTPL for the 
year 2010 at Rs.534 lakhs is relied upon. For subsequent years 2011 and 
2012 this item is estimated to increased by 10% and 13% on the grounds 
that with the growth of the throughput at the terminal ^ provision has been 
made to >ource senior and experienced personnel to undertake the 
additional responsibilities that flow out of the growth of the terminal. In our 
analysis, annual escalation of only 5.8% is considered to moderate the 
estimates for years 2011 and 2012. 
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(k). As stated earlier, ‘yalue of capita! assets is consideied without any 
modification at the level furnished by the IGTPu. 

Sundry debtors at 30 days of the estimated revenue Is considered in the 
working capital on the ground that additional credit is to be offered to the 
customers to achieve the desired growth rate and counter the competition 
from Colombo. The estimation of sundry debtors is not found to be line 
with the revised tariff guidelines. It is a commercial decision of the 
operator to allow credit facility to some of its cu.stomers and this burden 
cannot be passed on to all the users through tariff On a similar analogy, 
this Authority has rejected such claims received Iri the past from some 
other private terminals like Vizag Sea Port Limited etc. 

Based on the decision taken in the Chennai Container Tenriinai i 'mited 
case, this Authority has passed an Order on 30 Ct>ptarrtb«r PlOc 
announcing refinement in the, 2005 tariff guidelines which, infc'r -slid, 
permits the outflow on certain items arising from cont; actual of 

LA to be taken as a part of Sundry Debtors. 


In the case of the IGTPL, as per the LA the license fee in payable in 
advance for the full year and hence is recognised while computing the 
working capital. 

Stores and spares consumption estimated by the IGTPL is considered 
and allowable cash balance is estimated based on the working capital 
norms prescribed in 2005 guidelines on the modified estimates of 
expenditure. 

The capital employed subject to above modification is Rs.1240.21 crores 
in the year 2010, Rs. 1166.43 crores in the year 2011 and Rs. 1091,36 
crores in the year 2012. 

(xxi). Subject to the above discussions and adjustment of additional surplus pertaining 
to RGCT operation, the cost statements are modified. The modified cost 
statements are attached as Annex - III. The summarised position of the results 
disclosed by the financial / cost statements are tabulated below: 


(Rs. in lakhs) 


Operating income 1 Net Surplus (+) / De 
(Rs. in lakhs) | (Rs. in iakhsj 

ficit (-) 

1 

Net Surplus (+) / Deficit (-) as a 
% of operating Income 

Avg. 
surplus / 
deficit % 

1 2010 

2011 ] 2012 ! 2010 

2011 

2012 

2010 

2011 2012 

[17533"' 

[”21064 I 2445^ {-)1582^ 

(-)12088 

(-)8569 

{-)90.2% 

(-)57.4% ! (-)35.0% 

(-)57.85% "I 


It can be seen from the above table that the modified cost statement shoyvs an 
average deficit of around 57.85% for the years 2010 to 2012 for the ICTT 
operations over the operating income estimated at the rates approved for RGCT 
operations. In usual cost plus method followed by this Authority, the tariff 
approved for RGCT may have to be increased by 57 85% to bridge to the total 
deficit is Rs.364.81 crores for the three years 2010 to 2012. Thi? would definitely 
cast a heavy burden on users besides perhaps acting as a deterrent .n the efforts 
of the operator to attract international transhipment traffic 

As already explained, in order to smoothen the impact of steep hike in tariff 
increase in one cycle, an analysis is done for six years period i.e. two tariff cycie. 
For this purpose, the traffic estimated by the IGTPL in its 30 year analysis is 
considered and the estimates furnished by the IGTPL are modified restricting the 
annual escalation in the unit cost at 5.8%. 

The addition proposed to the gross block of assets to the extent of Rs. 1059,28 
crores in the second year of the second cycle which is net explamed by the IGTPL 
is not recognised as the investment proposed to be made in the year 2010 is for 
creating the full capacity which may be sufficient to meet the traffic projected til! 
2015. Consequently, the estimates of depreciation and return on capital employed 
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are also suitably adjust^. If the excluded expenditure is absolutely necessary to 
achieve the anticipated volumes, IGTPL can seek Its inclusion with necessary 
justification at the time of the mid term review. 

The analysis for the second block of 3 years also forms part of 
Annex - III. The cost statement shows an average deficit of 12.09% at the 
existing tariff level (i.e. RGCT rates) for the next tariff cycle i.e. 2013 to 2015. It 
has to be noted that if an increase of 57.86% is granted in the first tariff cyae 
following the usual cost plus method, then the increased tariff of first cycle is to be 
reduced by 29.56% in the ne’^t cycle i.e. 2013 -2015. This shows wide fluctuation 
In the tariff movement for the ICTT operations under the usual cost plus method. 

The total revenue requirement under the cost plus method for the six years 
to meet the admissible costs and permissible return is estimated to be Rs. 1993.5 
crores and the net present value is Rs. 1577.13 crores applying the discounting 
factor of 10%. 

For the reasons explained earlier, an analysis is done to determine revenue 
requirement under the normative method but the total normative revenue 
requirement is restricted to the revenue requirement estimated under the cost plus 
method, with both the scenarios compared on Present Value. 


Normative method : 

(xxii). With reference to the normative tariff calculation furnished by the IGTPL, the 
following modifications / assumptions have been made: 

(a) The IGTPL has estimated the optimal quay capacity at 1195740 TEUs 
based on the quay length of 600 meters and applying the norms 
prescribed in the guidelines. The optimal yard capacity computed by the 
IGTPL is not found to be in line with the norms prescribed In 2008 
guidelines with reference to the ground slots factor adopted by the IGTPL, 
The optimal yard capacity for 48.80 hectares of land allotted by the IGTPL 
and adopting the norm for ground slot prescribed at 720 TEUs per hectare 
in the 2008 guidelines will be 5.75 mllllen TEUs. If the modified ground 
slot of 286 TEU per hectare is adopted as considered In the upfront tariff 
fixation at JNPT, then the optimal yard capacity wHI be 2.28 million TEUs. 
The optimal quay capacity will be the limiting factor and, therefore, the 
optimal capacity of foe terminal is taken at 1195740 TEUs. 

(b) . It may be noted that some of the equipment like the tractor traitors and 

Rail Mounted Quay Crane, etc., considered in foe capital cost under foe 
normative method are not to be deployed by foe IGTPL In foe actual 
terms. 

However, for the purpose of normative revenue requirement, the capital 
cost estimated by foe IGTPL are considered subject to updation in the civil 
cost based on the revised projection of the IGTPL. The civil cost is 
updated to Rs,889.3 crores as per foe capital expenditure figures 
furnished by IGTPL vide letter dated 26.6.2009 as against Rs.883.7 
crores furnished earlier. The equipment cost is considered at Rs.448.18 
crores as estimated by the IGTPL vide its letter dated 22 June 2009. The 
total capital cost under normative method subject to above modification is 
Rs.1497.98 crores as against Rs.1491.73 crores considered by the 
IGTPL. 

(c) . The unit cost of power considered by foe IGTPL is Rs.8 and fuel cost is 

estimated at 'Rs.38 per litre. The unit cost of power is considered at 
Rs.7.27 and fuel at Rs.38.19 per litre at the level adopted in the cost plus 
method. 

(d) . The depreciation estimated by the IGTPL is updated with reference to the 

modified civil cost furnished by the IGTPL. 
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(e) . The license fee is computed for 48.80 hectares as considered under the 

cost plus method. 

(f) . The total operating cost subject to the above modification is Rs,30257 

lakhs as against 29722 lakhs estimated by the IGTPL. 

(g) . Return on Capital Employed computed at 16% of the modified capital cost 

is Rs 23968 lakhs 

(h) . The total annual revenue requirement is estimated at 54225 lakhs. 

A copy of the calculation under the normative method is attached as 

Annex - IV, 

(i) . The capital cost is considered at the full level without excluding the berth 

related expenses, even though for the reasons stated earlier, tariff for 
berth hire is not to be considered at this juncture till resolution of the 
difference between COPT and IGTPL on this count 


(j). The unit revenue derived from the annual revenue requirement 
determined for the base year 2010 is escalated by 60% of the escalation 
factor of 5.8% followed in this case. Thus the unit revenue was 
determined for the succeeding years from 2011 to 2015 by escalating the 
respective preceding year revenue by 3.48%. For a like to like 
comparison the normative unit revenue calculated for the optimal capacity 
is used to derive the revenue for the traffic forecast for each of the years. 

The aggregate of normative revenue requirement for the forecasted traffic 
for the year 2010 to 2015 is Rs.2124.23 crores. Present vaiue of which is 
Rs. 1625.04 crores. 

(xxiii). Since the revenue estimated following the tariff guidelines of 2008 is not 
applicable in this case, the revenue requirement is to be pegged at the estimated 
revenue determined under the cost plus method envisaged by the tariff guidelines 
of 2005. The revenue requirement determined under the normative tariff method 
is adjusted accordingly to match the revenue assessed under the cost plus 
method. 


The adjusted revenue requirement will be Rs.21037 lakhs in the initial year which 
will be subject to an escalation of 3.48% per annum over the immediate preceding 
year for the next five years. (Calculation is attached in Annex - V) 

Thus the analytical tool of normative method is applied to even out the fluctuations 
in revenue over the first year period and also to determine the lower revenue base 
in the initial year which will help in smoothening the tariff increase. 

The income estimated at the existing tariff prescribed at the RGCT for the 
throughput projected for the ICTT subject to modification done as explained earlier 
is taken as the base and the revised tariff level to meet the estimated revenue 
requirement of Rs.21037 lakhs in the year 2010 is determined by iteration. By this 
approach it is found that the revenue requirement estimated in the year 2010 can 
be achieved by allowing an increase of about 20% in the tariff prevailing at RGCT. 
The calculation of estimated income at revised tariff level is shown at Annex - VI. 
The base rates will be applied for the year 2010 which will be subject to an annual 
escalation of 3,48% over rates of the immediate preceding year from the year 
2011 to 2015. 

Care is also taken to ensure that the moderation effected 'n the tariff increase 
does not unduly put the operator at a disadvantageous position. In the initial tariff 
cycle of 3 years, the operation of the moderated tariff v/ill cover the admissible 
expenses and provide a return of about 10% as against the maximum level of 
16%. The shortfall is made good by enhanced returns in the second cycle of 3 
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years. By opting for a normative tanff, th ^ IGTPL itseff has agreed to operate at a 
lower level of return in the initiai phSKe. 

There can be a view for further moders'ion In the initial tariff by stretching the tariff 
period beyond two tariff cycles. Th s Authority is not In favcwr of such an 
approach in view of the problems associated with the reliability of long lerm 
estimates. Going by the benefit to the trade quantifted by.,COPT due jCTT , ^y 
increa^ of 20% in tiie inttial phase nay not be brvasppiWe and 
users. ^ 

(xxiv). The IGTPL has proposed to incc;qjo£at„ / modify djg^ons cf iglew 

with the definitions preserved in the Scale of Pateiff of fer pthet^^#ate \ mmr0m 
like the Chennai Container Tem^lnal Limited, Visakhf COti^fier Teffwnal Pnv^ 
Limited which is accepted. 

(xxv) The general policy is that the container related char|(ep)wi!l be 

dollar terms and shall be collected in Indian equivalent Rupees. 1|||.I6TPL has 
proposed to modify the provision to have an option of collecting i^enue in the 
US dollar also. The modification proposed by the IGTPL '« ndfpirline with the 
provision stipulateiin the tariff guidelines of 2005, The IGTPL has deleted the 
existing condition about regular review of the exchasige rate once in 30 days. This 
condition is incorporated in the Scale of Rates In iine with the dause 2.19.3. of 
2005 tariff guidelines. ^ 

(xxvi) The penal rate of interest for delayed payments by user? and delayed refunds by 
IGTPL is proposed at 16.75%. The prevailing Prime Lending Rate (PLR) of the 
State Bank of India is 11.75%. Accordingly, the proposed provision relating to 
"penel rate of interest on delayed payments by users and delayed refunds by 
IGTPL is updated with interest rate of 13.75% being 2% above the prevailing PLR 
of the State Bank of India in line with the 2005 tariff guidelines. 

The provision proposed at note 2.7 (iv). about levy of penal interest on detay_ in 
payment by users is proposed to be modified by the IGTPL which is n ot in line 
with the guidelines of 2005. The existing provision vyblch is In line 
guidelines of 2005 and uniformly prescribed in the Scale of R^s at 6^ 

Port Trusts and private terminal is prescribed in the Scale of Rates for ICTT. 


(xxvii). 


Users should not be required to pay charges for delays beyond reasonable level 
attributable to the major ports / private terminals as stipulated in clause 2.15 of the 
revised tariff guidelines. The IGTPL has accordingly, in view of our suggestion 
introduced a suitable note in this regard in Its proposed Scale of Rates for ICTT. 


The IGTPL has proposed to incorporate a condition stating that in case a vessel 
idles diie to non-availability of break down of shore based facility of IGTPL or 
another reasons attributing to IGTPL, rebate equivalent to berth hire charges 
payable during the period shall be allowed by IGTPL. 

This condition has been prescribed in the Scale of Rates of the Soirth West Port 
Limited Vizag Seaport Limited, Chennai Container Terminal Limited, Gateway 
Terminal India Limited. NSICT. etc., where the berth hire charge are co tected by 
the land lord port. The proposed condition is therefore incorporated in the Scale 
of Rates of the IGTPL for ICTT subject to modification by incorporating the words 
berth hire charge payable to the COPT, based on the position maintained in this 

Order. 


(xxviii) The IGTPL has not furnished activity-wise costing to justify the eacb^tenff item 

despite epecific request. Therefore the tariff has to be fixed based oathe overall 

cost position taking the existing tariff structure at the RGCT as the base, 

The existing Scale of Rates for RGCT prescribes itemised tariff for cran^ 
lashing /unlashing and stowage planning, and wharfage. The IGTPL ^ 
proposed a composite rate for gantry crane charge including lashmg / unlashing 
and wharfage on containers. Whilst the tariff guidelines of 2005 recommends 
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ccmposile rate, it aiso stipulates that container related charces can be"" 
denominated in dollar terms subject segregation of cargo related'“charges. In 
other container terminals like the Nhava Sheva Container Terminal Limited, 

Jawaharlal Mehru Port Trust, etc. where a composite rate is prescrioed, it is 
presented in rupee terms. Even while fixing the upfront tariff, for container 
termir^als at Jawahariai Nehru Port Trust and Tuticorin Port Trust, etc., container 
related charges are prescribed in rupee denominated tariff. The proposal of the 
ii^TPL to club v,rharfage rate in the composite rate and seek dollar denomination 
also is not in line with the tariff guidelines 2005. Wharfage will nontinue to be 
prescribed separately for the operations at the ICTT. The IGTPL may come up 
with a proposal for a rupee denominated rate, if it desires to have a composite rate 
including wharfage. 

I he proposal to merge the lashing/ unlashing with the composite rate is in line 
w'lth the tariff prescribed in other private terminals like the Chennai Container 
Terminal Limited, NSICT and hence is accepted. 

;xxix). Subsequent to filing the proposal for revision of its SOR. the IGTPL had filed a 
proposai to unbundle the existing rates prescribed at RGCT for handling container 
at ConiJiner Yard and delivery / receipt to from customer. The proposai for 
unbundling this tariff item has been approved by this Authority vide Order 
No.TAMP./43/20U8-(GTPL dated 27 June 2009. While drawing the Scale of Rates 
for ICTT. the approval granted in the said Order is relied upon. 

(xxx). The IGTPL has proposed concessional tariff in the handling charge for coastal 
containers not exceeding 60% of the tariff proposed for normal cargo / foreign 
going vessels. 

While prescribing the concessional tariff, the IGTPL has considered an exchange 
rate of Rs.48/- for the purpose of conversion of exchange dollar denominated rate 
into rupee terms. The exchange rate considered at the time of the last general 
revision of Scale of Rates of IGTPL was 1 US $ = Rs.43.58 as against the 
prevailing exchange rate of 1 US $ = Rs.48.5225. The tariff guidelines do not 
allow restatement of the coastal vessel rates at the time of tariff revision exercise. 

The objective of the relevant guidelines is to ensure that the coastal vessels are 
not burdened periodically on account of the accumulated effect of fluctuation in the 
exchange rate. Hence, the existing tariff prescribed for coastal vessels is also 
increased, by 20% as allowed for foreign going without any restatement of foreign 
exchange rate. This will not affect the revenue model as the revenue estimated at 
the existing rates also follows the same position. 

Concessional tariff is prescribed for coastal containers in the handling charge 
involving movement of container between ship to shore, shore to yard and 
v/harfage in line with the tariff guidelines of 2005. 

(xxxi). The IGTPL has proposed to increase the premium in the handling charge of over 
dimensional containers from existing level of 25% to 200%. It has not explained 
any reasons for the proposed increase in the premium level. 

It is relevant to mention that the premium prescribed for handling over dimensional 

containers at the other container terminals like Chennai Container Terminal *■ 

Limited, PSA SICAL Terminals Limited is 25% of the applicable handling charge. 

There is no extra ordinary circumstance brought out by IGTPL which warrants an 
exceptional tariff arrangement in its case. 

(xxxii). The IGTPL has proposed three times the normal applicable storage charge for 
over dimensional containers as against the existing premium of 25% The IGTPL 
has not explained any reasons for the proposed increase in the levy despite 
specific query in this regard. 

At Chennai Container Terminal Limited, ABG Kandia Container Terminal Limited 
etc., storage charge based on the actual number of ground slots occupied by the 
OOG containers is allowed. The note proposed by the IGTPL in the Scale of 
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Rates is modified in line with the prescription at the Chennai Container Terminal 
Limited, ABG Kandia Container Terminal Limited. 

The proposed note prescribing the time limit for levy of storage charge in case of 
abandoned containers is not found to be complete in line with the clause 5.8.3. of 
the tariff guidelines. The relevant conditionalities as per the revised tariff 
guidelines 2005 are incorporated in the Scale of Rates of the IGTPL for ICTT 
operations. 

(xxxiii). With reference to the reefer containers, the existing Scale of Rates of the IGTPL 
for RGCT prescribe tariff for supply of electricity and monitoring charges on four 
hourly basis only. 

The IGTPL in the revised proposed Scale of Rates has proposed to introduce pre- 
trip inspection charge at US$ 50 per container and cleaning charges at US$ 2 for 
a 20’ container and US$ 4 for a 40’ container. The tariff proposed by the IGTPL is 
same as prescribed In the Scale of Rates of the Nhava Sheva Container Terminal 
Limited. The tariff prescribed in the Scale of Rates Of the Chennai Container 
Terminal Limited is US$ 30 for pre-trip inspection and US$ 1.50 for cleaning a 20’ 
container. Since the tariff for the two services proposed to be introduced are 
optional service offered at the request of the users, thre rate for the two services at 
the level proposed by the IGTPL is approved. In the absence of the details of 
reefer container likely to avail the services of pre^trip inspection and Gleaning of 
container, the revenue implication of this item cannot be estimated. 

(xxxiv). For restow reefer containers^ ,^e charges prescribed for normal reefer containers 
are applicable as per the existing Scale of Rates. The IGTPL has proposed to levy 
additional charge of US$ 30* for 20 feet container per day for a restow refeer 
container. The IGTPL has not explained any reasons for differential tariff for 
restow reefer container. The Scale Of Rates of other private terminals like the 
Chennai Container Terminal Limited, Visakha Container Terminal Limited, PSA 
SICAL Container Terminals Limited, do not prescribe levy of any additional charge 
for restow refeer container. Based on the position obtained at the other private 
terminals and also in the absence of any justification furnished by the IGTPL for a 
differential rate for restow of refeer container, the proposal is not accepted at this 
juncture. The existing note prescribed in the SOR of RGCT is continued to be 
prescribed In the SOR for ICTT. 

,^xxxv). The revised proposed Scale of Rates under the normative tariff method tiled by 
^IGTPL includes tariff for shut out containers and transportation of shut out 
container. The IGTPL has not explained any basis for the proposed tariff and the 
, income estimation also does not capture revenue from this activity. The existing 
SOR prescribed for the operations at the RGCT does not prescribe any separate 
tariff for shut out container. Shut out container may not be a new feature which 
will arise only in ICTT. At RGCT also shut outs would have occurred and, 
therefore, the existing tariff arrangement at RGCT in case of shut out container will 
continue to apply at the ICTT. 

(xxxvi). In the initial pri^oSfat, the IGTPL had proposed to reduce the number of free days 
for import containers from existing 7 days to 3 days. Most of the users have 
objected to the proposal to reduce free days. As rightly stated by some of the 
users, yard constraint may have been witnessed with reference to the present 
facilities at the RGCT. But at the ICTT, sufficient area is available for storage. 
Even the IGTPL has admitted that additional ground slot can be developed as per 
the requirement as the LA allows them to take additional land from the COPT. 

it may be relevant to mention that the IGTPL has not fornished detailed income 
estimation alongwith average dwell time of containers*'' at the existing Scale of 
Rates and at the proposed free period. The income estimation considered in the 
analysis is based on foe income at the existing rate and free pelriod structure. It is, 
therefore, not possible to accede to the request to reduce the free period as 
proposed by the IGTPL without appraising foe revenue impact of reduction if; free 
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period. The existing level of free period prescribed in the SOR of RGCT is 
therefore allowed to continue for ICTT without any modification. 

The free days for other categories of containers is also proposed to be modified. 

For reasons explaine't ye, the existing number of free days is prescribed in the 
SOR for ICTT ope 

In case, the IG"^' -. that the prescribed free period hampers the 

productivity level at the terminal due to yard congestion, it may come up with a 
suitable proposal ter modification in the SOR along with the financial impact 
thereof. 

(xxxvii). License Agreement requires the licensee to develop the facilities and services at 
ICTT so as to maintain the minimum productivity level of 25 moves per hour. The 
tariff guidelines of 2006 also require the private operators to propose incentive for 
better performance of the terminal and disincentive for performance below the 
benchmark level. 

When advised the iGTPL to proposed a suitable provision in esse the productivity 
falls below the minimum productivity level prescribed in the License Agreement, 
the IGTPL has agreed to grant reduction upto 5% in the terminal handling charges 
as mutually agreed with the customer if the benchmark level of productivity falls 
below 25 moves per hour per crane for handling containers. The proposal of the 
IGTPL is incorporated In the SOR subject to partially modifying the scheme, it is 
made definite stating inat 5% reduction in the handling charge will be allowed in 
case the productivity falls below 25 moves per hour per crane. 

{xxxviii).The IGTPL has included tariff tor various miscellaneous charges such as fixing / 
removal of seal, charges for shifting containers, POD change, etc The rates 
proposed are found to higher than the rate prescribed for these services at 
other terminal like the Chennai Container Terminal Liltiited, Visakha Container 
Terminal Limited. The proposed rates are, however, comparable to the rates 
prescribed for these miscellafrtwous services in the SOR of the N31CT and hence 
is incorporated In the SOR for ICTT operations. In any case these are 
miscellaneous service and it is assumed that it will not have any significant impact 
on the revenue stream. 

The IGTPL in the revised proposal has proposed to introduce penalty of 
Rs,1,00,000 per hour for overstay of vessel at the terminal due to users fault 
under the Miscellaneous charges. 

If the operator is required to give rebate to the user equivalent to berth hire 
accruing to the COPT in case a vessel idles at the terminal of iGTPL due to break 
down of shore based facilities or any other reasons attributable to it, then it is not 
unreasonable to compensate the operator If the vessels idles at the terminal for 
delay on account of users fault. 

The charge proposed by the IGTPL is in the form of a penaity for overstay of 
vessel at its terminal and not a vessel related charge. 

This Authority has approved penal rate of Rs.l lakh per hour fc.'' overstaya! of 
vessel at berth beyond two hours after completion of operations due to user's fault 
in the Scale of Rates of ‘he NSICT. Since the rate proposed by the IGTPL is the 
same as prescribed in tf'ie NSiCT and recognising that it is a penal provision, the 
proposed rate is approved which will be leviable for overstayai of vessel beyond 
two hours after completion of operations due to user’s fault. 

fxxxix). The IGTPL has proposed a caveat stating that the rates mentioned in the Scale of 
Rates are the ceiling rates and it does not preclude ICTT from offering lower rates 
or discounts to its customers so long as the rates charged by iCTT do not exceed 
the rates as mentioned herein. The Major Port Trust Act as well as the Licence 
Agreement permits IGTPL to allow rebates and discounts over the rates 
prescribed in the Scale of Rates. The IGTPL, therefore, has the flexibility to 
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reduce the rate. This Authority cannot introduce a blanket 
without any discrimination, 
revised tariff guidelines have been modified. 

21 , In the result, and for the reasons given above and based on a coilective application 

of mind, this Authority approves the following: 

(i). Existing Scale or Rates for RGCT is allowed to continue from the date of its expiry 
till the end of December 2009. 

r r The Scale of Rates for the operations at ICTT is approved is attached as 

Annex“ vn loafo of R«es for ICTT is valid tiH the end of 2015. 

BRAHM DUTT, Chairman 
[ADVT III/4/143/09-Exty.] 
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_K'v)l-3Shiag & unlashini 



-I^.'l_203.24 


Vni Less FMF (vn - (VII) 


IX Surplus Before Interest and 

-IfljLL V) rviii) _ 

X CdoitJl Empinyprl _ 

XI Return on Capital Employed 

-jyL. C apacity Utlliz^n 
XIIF KoCE adjusted for capacity 
utilisation 

xiv~fNet Surplus / (Deficit) (ix) - 

_._Uxmi____ 

X'TlNet Surplus / (Deficit)Ts^a^ 
I of operating income {XIV/I in 


_-160.Ql[ -203.24 

"maSsI 2A44 


9363.61 6960. Ill 

15% 15%j 

_50% 53^ 

706.41 553.33 


191.14 -S2S.S9I 


- 1S0.47 160.4 /, 

- 215.85 454 . 23 ' 

c21% .196.44 ^454123 ' 

1450.80 489.59 


■ 35% 8900.07 5554.32 ' 

15% 15%' 

-57% ~ 6T% ' 

1335.01 833.15' 


115.79 - 343.561 


■ -_ o.tiol o.oni 

_ ^.261 ~ 284 . 62 r 

l 5 / % - 17.25 ~- 284 iG 2 | 

1900.16 llM, 4 ol 


60% 7697 .55 -M 10.97] 75%' 

15%' 15'»^ 

_ 63% 66% | 

1231.61 661.6sl 


668,55 523.761 


~ ^ adjustments in the estimates and actuals for a like to Hfc« oomwri«^ 

—4 -—-—^— 1 200 5 : 06 ~ 1 — 


I Wet Surplus / Deficit 


!i). Depi Relation for assets taken over 
from the COPT during the last 
tariff Order considered at 25% 
over four years period, whereas! 
the IGTPL has depreciated over] 
S tc to 9 06 years. Impact on thJ 
estimates by depreciating the] 
assets at 21,41% Instead of 25%.. 


_ 2005-06 

Actuals Est. 
191.14 -525.89 


2006-07 
Actuals 
- 115.79 


---^Q 07-08 _ 2008-09 

-Actuals Est. Provisional 

- 668.55 523.76 _ 1538.55 

I -164.42 126.23 T64 42 


(•i).|prelimmary Expense was spread, 
■over 4 years for RGCT in last tariff 
Order. In actual terms, IGTPL has 
I spread over the cost over seven 
years period. The impact of giving 
similar treatment in the estimates 
will be ■ 


(III), (a). In the 2005 tariff Order, the” 
deferred payment of upfront fee 
was exicuded from the capital 
employed as per their proposal but 
interest on the balance upfront 
payment was allowed as item of 
cost Now the IGIPL itas claimed 
return on the capital employed on 
the full net fixed assets without 
such adjustment. At the same time. 

It has not considered the interest 
on dues to COPT as a cost 
element The impact of giving this 
! effect on the estimates 
|(b). The return on capital employed 
lallovred on the net fixed assets as 
iper reported in -the Annual 
I Accounts moderated on account of 
! adjustment done in the 
Idepieciation as explained in sr no 
I (i) above. j 

I'v) Irr.paci of wage revisions at 

of the total salaries and wage cost] 
considered from I January 20071 
j which is reportedly not considered! 

I 111 ictual but was considered in the] 
Estimates. j 

-I----- _ 

_I Su m of the A djustments - 

j Hodified net surplus/ Deficit ^ 


0.00 asTif 


0.00 35.41 


-2^.66 -259.631 


O.OOi 35,41 
i 


-2*1.66 -214 73! 


-176.83 

14.31 -688.47 


-220.83 -97.99 

-105.04 -441.55 


-324.24 -53.09 

344.31 470.66 


-332.10 

1206.45 


Summary Position after the 
adiustments 


Actuals ^ 

14.31'' - 68^4 7 
.1 -105.04 -441.551' 

. 344,3l^__47a^' 

2M.59_ -659.36' 
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COST STATEMENT OF RMIV GANDHI CONTAINER TERMINAL FOR THE 
YEAR 2009-10 


AnneX'll 


Rs. in lakhs 


Sr.No. 

PartkularB 

Furnished by 
IGTPL 

Modified 

Estimated 

" 

2009-10 

(Estimates) 

2009-10 

(Estimates) 


‘raffle fin TEUs^-- 

185.010 

185,010 

I 

^<^hki Oneratina Income 




il Container handilna income 

4,495 

4,495 


li'i Others * Storaae, Reefer. Extra moves 

1.541 

1,541 


Total (i to ii) 

6.037 

6.037 

n 

Ooeratina Costs fexdudina deoreciationl 




fi^ Ooeratina & Direct Labour 

612 

612 


firt Maintenance Labour 

279 

279 

— 

'lill Ecuioment Runnina Costs 

883 

848 


fiv> Eauioment Hire 

- 

-- ■ -- 


r\/^ Lease Rentals 

1.184 

789 


fvi^ Insurance 

76 

76 

— 

fvli’l Other exoenses 

111 

111 


fvlih Technical Service Fee 

222 

222 


f imoact of wane revis'en 

- 

100 


Total (i to lx 

3.366 

. 

3.036 

Ill 

Deorectation 

2.096 

1.100 

IV 

Overheads 




fl) Management & Administration overheads 

477 

477 


fill Preilminarv expenses write-off 

■ 

- 


^Total (\taW 

477 


V 

Operatldg Surplus / (Deficit) (I) - (II) - (III) - (W) 

98 

M2i 

VI 

Rnance & Miscellaneous Income fFMH 

- 

■ 


(i) Profit on sale of assets 

■ 



firt Others - MOT & Cut off charges 

■ 



Silraa Sales 

' i 



Gain from ftjrex variance 

G 

• - '• ; 


Revenue from Lashirui / unlashino 

- 

--;.L 


Total 

- 

> 





vn 

Finance & Miscellaneous Expenses fFME) 




Interest on outstandina uofront oavment 




(Ii) Loss on repayment of ftweign currency loans if any 




flii^ Loss on sate of assets 




fiv^ Others - Bank Charoes 


IS 


Lashina & Unlashlno Labour 


■ 


Loss on Forex variance 


■ 


FBT 


-: 


-- Tota 

15 

15 

VHl 

FMl Lesi FME fV« - fVIl) 

flS^ 

_CIS) 

IX 

Suralus Befora Tax fV) + fVIIl) 

8: 

1,408 

X 

Capital Employed 

6,20 

5,561 

XI 

RoCE ♦ Maximum permisdble (15% / 6.35% / 0%) 

16“/ 

0 16% 

XII 

Capadty Utilization 



XIII 

RoCE adjusted for capadty utilization 

66 

2 593 

XIV 

Net Surplus 1 (Deficits fIXl • (Xnil 

(579 


XV 

Net Surplus / (Deficit) as a <1^ of operating 
income f lOV/l in%) ___ 

-10^ 

b 13.5% 
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ANNEX »in 


CC:5'; rtTEHENT FOR INTERNATIONAL CONTAINER TRANSHIPMENT TERMINAL UNDER COST PLUS METHOD 


R>. in liikhs 
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ANNEX- IV 


COST CALCULATION FOR TARIFF OF INTERNATIONAL CONTAINER TRANSHIPMENT 
TERMINAL FOLLOWING 2008 GUIDELINES 

1) Calculation of Optimal Capacity of NSICT. 

1 Optimat Quay Capacity: 

Optimal Quay Capaciiy = A ' B * C ‘ D' E TEUs where. 



Norms 

Capacity based on 



6 Cranes 


A = Number of Gantry Cranes deptoyed for work in an year. 

= Berth Length / too 

= 60C' metres/100 

6 

B = Number of working hours of gantry cranes in an year. 

= 24 ’ 365 hours 

= 24 ’ 365 hours 

•8760 

C = Average number of moves per gantry crane. 

= 25 moves per hour 

= 25 moves per hour 

25 

D = TEU ratio 

= 13 

= 13 

1.3 

E = 70% 

= 70% 

= 70% 

70% 



1195740 TEUs 


2 Optitnal Yarct Capacity: 


Optimal YardCapaaty = 0,7 * G * H * P TEUs where, 

S *0 


G = Total Ground Slot in TEUs 
H - Average Stack height 
P = Period in number of days 
S = Surge factor 
D - Average Dwell Time 


Noims 

Capacity based on norms 
presecribed in 2008 guktelines 

Capacity based on modified norms 
for ground slot adopted in the JNPT 
upfront tariff 

= 720 TEUs per hectare 
= 2.50 

= 365 
= 13 

= 4 days for Import & 2 days for Export 

= 720*48 80 35136 

= 2,50 2,50 

= 365 365 

= 13 1,3 

= 3 days 3 

5754646 TEUs 

= 286*46.80 13956.8 

= 2.50 2 50 

= 365 355 

= 1,3 13 

= 3 days 3 

2285873 TEUs 


Therefore, Optimal Capacity of the ICTT is considered as 


1185T« TEUs 



c53I'7 17 
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3) Calculation of Operating cost 


Particulars 

Norms 

Workings by IGTPL 

Estimate by IGTPL 
(Rs. in lakhs) 

— 

Working of TAMP 

Estimate Rs. In 

Lakhs 

Power Coat 

? K W1 1 per 1F U 

B*8M195740 

76.53 

8*7 27*1195740 

ft 95 

Fuel Cos; 

4 litres per TEU 

1195740 ’ 4 * 38 

1817 62 

4 *36 19-■195740 

1 Hr 7 7 

Re pa ns 8. Maiittenan'e 

- Civil 

- Equirnrei'T't 

1% ol cost of Ciwil assets 

2'* of cost of Equipments 

1%ofRs 893.72 cr‘M0 
2%ofRs 474.82 cr *1,10 

■572-09 
1044 64 

1‘"b o' Rs 86930 lakes 

2% of Rs 47493 lakhs 

889 3 
S49 87 

Insurance 

1 % of Gross fixed assets 

1%ofRs,149! V3crores 

1491 74 

1 % ol (?s. 1497 98 crores 

1498 

Deprectation 

As per Companies Act or provisions 
of LA whlctiever is higher 


9395 

Rs. 9395 (Rs 558 lakhs 
*3.34%) Depreciation 
considered on the updated 
avii cost 

9413 

Licence Fee 

Ai the rate oresenbed in the SOR 

60 hec * Rs 1 per sq metre 
per month* 12 

7.2 

46-8 hec ■ Re 1 per sq 
metre per ;tnn-jn 

4 88 

Other expenses 

10% of Gross fixed assets 

10% of Rs 1491 73 crores 

14917-35 

10% of Rs 1497 93 acres 

14980 

TOTAL OPFRATING COST 



29721.62 


30257,1 


*“ Arithmetical Hvror in the decimal in the estimated of fuel cost obsefv«d In ths calculatton furnished by KatPL which IT 
correcfpd total operatint) cost will be Rs, 30410.39 laKhs instead of Rs. 29721.62 lakhs) 


4) 


5) 


Return on Capital Employed 


Rs. in lakhs 


Parlicuiars 

Workings 

Estimates by IGTPL 

Workings 

Modified Estimates 

Return on Cticita! Liiipinyed 

16'it of Rs.1491.73 crores 

23866 

167oOfRs 1497,98 cr 

23967 7 


Normative Annual Revenue Requirement: 


Rs. In Lakhs 


IGTPL's Calculation 

IGTPL Cakulatfon after 

As per modified 



correction 

Calculation 

Operaiiirq Cost 

29722 

30410 

30257 

Return 0 ," Capital Employed 

23868 

23B68 

23968 


53589 

S427B 

54225 


8) Average Revenue per TEU 


. 1 ■ ■ > 

Year 

Average Revenue per TEU 
(in Rs.) 

2 j 10 

4535 

- 

4693 

“■ irJz 

4856 

201:1 

5025 


“ 5200 

201.7 

5381 


Annex - V 


TARIFF TO ARRIVE AT REVENUE NEUTRAL POSITION 


ANALYSIS FOR 6 YEARS PERIOD 



2010 

2011 

2012 


I _4 ijoo'::. _ j,.,__'j06s._3 
I_ ^96 3 

I _6^<l 4 3_6 J _? 

I \ 4005 ; 


2014 

2015 
Total 


'825’Si T 4 005.35 
■ ■'“■■j'":'"T"" 4005 38 

XKfT^ 


ayJTfiff 


Tota^ 'or the fs'SI year 2010 

Trail;:: Ti’L'j; 

1 jpraije Kei-e.-iue oer TEU at ths adiJSSed norr>al;ve revenue 


478000 




















ANNEX-VI 

Income Estimation for the year 2010 at revised tariff for International Container Transhipment 

Terminal 
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Particulars f TraTic Projections 

1 (h TfcUs) for the 

5 vauf 2010 

t 

i 

! 

Existing Rates 
{ in Rs.) 

f Exi^nni^ Kates 

1 mcreasec by 
i 7.0% 

1 5ncoin,e St the j 

1 tv vised tariff ! 

: t Rs. in iakhs) | 

1 

[r* 

others (Transshipment - Coastai) (1 + 3 + 2) \ 

r 

r 26.5 


(P Ljaded Containers (a)+(b)+{cT T 10.371 


; 286 


(3) 20 ft containers G,46b 

2ssa.40 

r ' 3,070.Of' 

i i 


(b) 20-40 ft ccntainers 3 806 

3537.60 

l_ 4.6%, J / 

88 1 


^ Tc) Above 40 ft containers 



i- ----“1 


(2) empty Containers (a)+-'b)-r(cT 


r 


(a) 20 ft containers 


I \ \ 


(b) 20-40 ft contairters 



r - 


(t) Above 40 ft containers 

r 





(3) Reefer Containers (a)+(fa)+(c) 




- - . j 


(a) 20 ft containers 

. 



» . 1 


(b) 20-40 ft containers 




^ 

II 

Income from ICD container for movement 
between CY to Rail yard (J +2) 




?so 


(l)Foreign container (i+ii) 






(i).Laden (a+b+c) 



34C 


(a) 20 ft containers 

8,633 

26'/'. 30 

"^6 

199 


(b) 20-40 ft containers 

3,700 

400.95 

481.14 

r ' 85 


(c) Above 40 ft containers 

- 


[- 


i 1 







■ ii; hmpty (a+b+c) 





.. 

(a) 20 ft containers 

‘,703 

237.6U 

>05-12 

■ - 

(b) 20-40 ft containers 730 

356,<0 

*' ■"7 C<'i 


(c) Above 40 ft containers | 








''21 Coastal j 




{i'j.Lacen (a+b+c) • 


[ ..-j 

?0 


(a) 20 ft containers I 579 

26730 

3i:0 76 

13 


(b) 20-40 ft containers i 2-18 

400.95 


ej 


(c) Above 40 ft containers • 





(iii.fmpty fa+b+c) 






(a) 20 ft containers 

U. .. 2^ 

..---(-'rsi 

255.12 

1 


(b) 20-40 ft containers 

12 

356.40’ 

4;-:7.fc8 

Q 


(c) Above 40 ft containers 












Dernurrage / storage / Dwell time chsr'jes 


Income estimated at 
existing Rate iricreaicd 
by20%(Rs. 2974 
lakes * 20%) ; 


3,568 


others 


Income at existing | 

Rate increased by 20% j 
(Rs- 1221 lakhs « ! 

20%) 

i 

! ,466 


Total (I) to (IV) 

47S,O0O 

_ 

..... _ j 




___ 

____ 

_1 
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INDIA GATEWAY TERMINAL PRIVATE LIMITED 
SCALE OF RATES FOR INTERNATIONAL CONTAINER TRANSHIPMENT TERMINAL 


PREFACE 

This Scale of Rates sets out the charges payable to India Gateway Terminals Private Limited for use 
of services and facilities provided at the international Container Transhipment Terminal (ICTT). 

1. DEFifJITIONS 

In this Scale of Rates, unless the context otherwise requires, the following definitions shall apply: 

(i) . “IGTPL” means India Gateway Terminal Private Limited, a company incorporated in India, 

its successors and assigns. 

« 

(ii) , “Coastal Vessel” shall mean any vessel exclusively employed in trading between any port 

or place in India to any other port or place in India having a valid coastal license issued by 
the competent authority. 

(iii) , “Container” means the standard ISO container, suitable for t-he transport and stacking of 

cargo and must be capable of being handled as a unit and lifted by a crane with a container 
spreader. 

(iv) . “FC.L” means a container said to contain Full Container Load. 

(v) . "Foreign going Vessel” shall mean any vessel other than a coastal vessel. 

(vi) . “Hazardous container” means a Container containing hazardous goods as classified 

under IMO. 

(vii) . “ICD” means Inland Container Depot. 

(viii). “LCL" means a container said to contain Less than full Container Load (Container having 
cargo of more than one importer/ exporter). 

(ix) . “Over Dimensional Container” means a container carrying over dimensional cargo 

beyond the normal size of standard containers and needing special devices like slings, 
shackles, lifting beam, etc. Damaged containers (including boxes having corner casting 
problem) and container requiring special devices for lifting Is also classified as Over 
Dimensional Container. 

(x) . “Per day” means per calendar day or part thereof. 

(xi) . “Port” means Cochin Port Trust. 

(xii) . “Reefer” means any container for the purpose of the carriage of goods, which require 

power supply to maintain the desired temperature. 

(xiii). “Shut Out Container” means a container, which has entered the terminal for export for a 
vessel as indicated by VIAN and is not connected to the vessel for whatsoever reason. 

(xiv) . , “Transhipment container” means a Container discharged from one vessel, stored in 

IGTPL and transported through another'Vessel. 

(xv) . “VIAN” means Vessel Identification Advise Number. 
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Status of a vessel as borne out by its certification issued by Director General of Shipping is 
the relevant factor for deciding whether the vessel is ‘foreign-going’ or ‘coastai’. Foreign 
going vessels permitted to undertake coastal voyages and the cargo / container carried by 
them will also qualify for the concession in respect of such permissible voyages 

Container related charges denominated in US dollar terms shall be collected in equivalent 
Indian Rupees. For this purpose, the market buying rate notified by the Reserve Bank of 
India State Bank of India or its associates or any other Public Sector Bank as may be 
specified from time to time prevalent on the date of entry of the vessel into the Terminal (in 
case of import containers) and on the date of arrival of containers in the Terminal premises 
(in case of export containers) shall be applied for conversion of the dollar denominated 
charges into Indian rupees. 

A regular review of exchange rate shall be made once in 30 days from the date of arrival in 
the cases of vessels staying in the port for longer period. The basis of billing shall change 
prospectively with reference to the appropriate exchange rate prevailing at the time of 
review. 

All charges worked out shall be rounded off to the next higher rupee on the grand total of 
each bill. 

(a) The user shall pay penal interest on delayed payments of any charge under this 
Scale of Rates. Likewise, the IGTPL shall pay penal interest on delayed refunds. 

(b!. The rate of penal interest will be 13.75% per annum. The penal rate will apply to 

both the IGTPL and the port users equally. 

(c) The delay in refunds will be counted beyond 20 days from the date of completion of 
services or on production of all the documents required from the users, whichever is 
later. 

(d) The delay in payments by the users will be counted beyond 10 days after the date 
of raising the bills by the IGTPL. This provision shall, however, not apply to the 
cases where payment is to be made before availing the services as stipulated in the 
Major Port Trusts Act, 1963 prescribed as a condition in the tariff, 

(a). The container related charges for all coastal should not exceed 60% of the normal 
container related charges. 

{b'' In case of container related charges, the concession is applicable on composite box 
rate Where itemized charges are levied, the concession will be on all the relevant 
charges for ship-shore transfer, and transfer from / to quay to / from storage yard as 
well as wharfage on cargo and containers, 

^c). For the purpose of this concession, container from a foreign port which reaches an 

^ Indian Port ’A’ for subsequent transhipment to Indian Port ‘B’ will also qualify insofar 

as the charges relevant for its coastal voyage. In other words, cargo/containers 
from/to Indian Ports carried by vessels permitted to undertake coastal voyage will 
qualify for the concession. 

Users will not be required to pay charges for delays beyond a reasonable level attributable 
to the IGTPL. 

In case a vessel idles due to non-availability or breakdown of the shore based facilities of 
IGTPL or any other reasons attributable to the IGTPL, rebate equivalent to berth hire 
charges payable to COPT during the period of idling shall be allowed by IGTPL. 

In case a vessel idles at the IGTPL terminal for more than two hours due to user's fault, 
Rs.1,00,000 per hour will be levied. 
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(X). 


(xi). 


1 . 

1 . 1 . 


The tariff prescribed in preceding year. 

January every year with re f f “ i i' 201 1 and the last one will be on 1 

... **“^*°'' 

rounded off to 1/100'" of a paise. 

The minimum level of productivity will be 2^ cll^'rgei 

“tS fL^chtr Tl. ^Wiirbe"i: oas; tna productivity fails b^ow 25 moves per 
hour / per crane. 

SECTION -A 

/.uspftFS FOR at I NORMAL ANtl f^EEP^H trgtflfeSiiEM 

Gantry crane Charges including Ushing / unlashing, stowage planning 


Particulars 


Per Laden Container 


Foreign-going 

_iinyS$L_ 


Not Exceeding 20' length 


Exceeding 20"and upto 40’ in lengt^ 


>2.14 


63.21 


Over 40’ in length 


Daar Pmntv Containgt 


Not Exceeding 20' in length 


84.28 


Coastal 
(in Rs.) 


1107.35 

1661.05 


2214.70 


42.14 


Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in lengin 


Over 40’ In length 


63.21 


84.28 


1107.35 


1661.05 


2214.70 


gSnt^^f !S^SercSstT^ :ttrand'SagtXnNn^^^^ 


1 . 2 . 


Transportation from QC to Yard and visa versa 


Particulars 


Per Laden Container 


Not Exceeding 20’ In lengui 


Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in lengiiT 


Over 40’ in length 


Foreign-going 
(in Rs.) 


Coastal 
(in Rs.) 


320.75 

“481 


"641.50 


Per Empty Container 


192.45 

288.7^ 


384.90 


Not Exceedin g 20’ in length _ 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in lengF 


Over 40’ in length 


285.15 

"427?^ 


570.30 


171.10 


256.65 


342.20 


1.3. 


Transportation from ConUinsr Yard to Rail Yard and visa versa 





(in Rs.) 


Par Laden Con tainer 


Not Exceeding 20' in length 


320.75 


320.75 


EiceeSngWaSduptorifflS^^ 
Over 40’ in length 



2919GI/09—19 






......, INDIA; f^XT'RAORDiNAR'V 

: £?it.^Ptv Co ^tatingr j .. 

i Noi: cxcee.:j;nc 20’ in lengfh [ 


. 4] 


Ov' 


?;cc?t^:ng 2u’ and upto 40’ in length 
r'!/'' icnoth ~ 


! 0 
427 75 
570'30 


4 / 7 5 

570,30 


Haridling at Ccntafnar Yard for lift on / off while receiving from Qunv 


ParticMiars 


j Foreign-going 
i (in Rs.} 

Coastal ; 

_(inRs.) j 

: RS.H^iX.kR; * .i§ * “ r 


I Nor tixceedtng 20'in iength 

^ 654.30 

44 0.6 o’"’. ! 

i Exceeding xc grid upto 40' in length 

1026.45 

6T5.90 .' i 

i Ove.' 40 ?n length | 

■ 1358 60 ■.. 

82120 ; 



, .—J 

; TJof exceeding 20’ in length 

1 

^3 35 “ 

'128,50 .1 

j cKceediug 20’ ar-d upto 40’ in length 


320^30 '. 

’”i 92‘45 ' " " 1 

! uver 45.; ii-ngiit 

I 

427.70 ■. 

256 oO ■ 


MarjdNng from truck / rslj for delivery / receipt to and from custouiers 


{ Particulars 

i 

^ Foreign-going 
(in Rs.) 

1 Coastal 

On Rs.i 

1 Laden Container 

- -, - - 

J 

Not Exceeding 20' in length 

684.30 

1 684,30 

Exceeding 20' and upto 40’ in length 

1026.45 

1026.45 

Over 40 in length 

1368.60 

i 1368,60 

Emotv Container 


i 

Not Exceeding 20' in length 

213.85 

.” 21 3785 " 

Exceeding 20' and upto 40' in length 

320.80 

! 320,80 

Over 40’ in length 

427,70 

i 427.70 


Note; 


Normal containers are the general type containers, 
mentioned subsequently. 


not falling under any special categories 


SECTION - II 


CHARGES FOR ALL TRANSHiPIViENT CONTAINERS 


1 Particulars 

Foreign-going 

1 (inUS$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) i 

1 Laden Container 


Not Exceeding 20’ in length 

117.00 ~] 

3070.10 

Exceeding 20 and upto 40’ in length 

175.50 y 

4605.15 ^ 

Over 40 in length 

234.00 


Emotv Container 

...._ ^ 


Not Exceeding 20’ in length 

103.90 I 

2727.95 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

155,85 p 

4091,95 

Over 40 in length 

207.80 I 

5455.90 
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Notes: 


The composite rates given above covers gantry crane charges, lashing, uniashing. stowage 
planning, charges for transportation from quay to yard and vice-versa, charges for 
groundihg and lifting by transfer crane at the yard and wharfage. 

A container from foreign port landing at the IGTPL for subsequent transhipment to an Indian 
Port on a coastal voyage or vice versa would be charged at 50% of the transhipment charge 
prescribed for foreign-going vessel and 50% of that prescribed for the coastal category. 

A transhipment container sent to CFS, !CD or taken delivery locaily shall be charged the 
local container rate. 

Charges tor Hazardous Containers and Overdimensional Containers will be 1.25 times the 
rates prescribed above. 


SECTION - in 

3. CHARGES FOR ALL HAZARDOUS CONTAINERS AND OVERDIMENSIONAL 
CONTAINERS 

3.1. Gantry Crane Charges including Lashing / unlashing 


Particulars 

Foreign-going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Laden Container 



Not Exceeding 20' in length 

52.68 

1384.20 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

79.02 

2076.30 1 

Over 40’ in length 

105.36 ^ 

2768.40 


3.2. Transportation from QC to Yard and visa versa 


Particulars 

Foreign-going 
(in Rs.) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Laden Container 



Not Exceeding 20* in length 

400.95 

240.60 

Exceeding 20' and upto 40’ in length 

601.45 

360.90 

Over 40’ in length 

801.90 

481.20 

* - ——--- 

Transportation from Container yard to Rail yard and visa versa 


Particulars 

Foreign-going 
(in Rs.) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Laden Container 



Not Exceeding 20* in length 

400.95 

400.95 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

601.45 

601.45 

Over 40’ in length 

801.90 

801.90 

1 ------ 

Handling at Container Yard for lift on / off while receiving from Quay 


Particulars 

Foreign-going 
(in Rs.) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

Laden Container 



Not Exceeding 20' in length 

855.35 

513.26 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

1283.05 

769.S0 

Over 40’ in length 

1710.70 

1026.50 
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Handling from truck / rail for 'ry / receipt to / from customers 


Partlculi^r^ 

Foreign-goiiig I Coastal 

{in Rs.) I (in Rs.) 

Laden Container 


Not Exceeding 20' in length 

355,35 i 855.35 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40 '5 d is 

^283.05 I 1283,05 

Over 40’in length ! 17tG.70 ! 1710,70 


S ECTION - IV 

WHARFAGE CHARGES 


ParticulsTs 

Foreign-going 

Coastal 


(in Rs.) 

(in Rs.) 

Laden Container includina ICD container 

: 

i 

Not Exceeding 20’ in length 

712.80 

427,70 

'"‘641' 55 ' ^ 

'-.xceeding 20' and upto 40’ in 'eegth 

1069.20 

Over 40’ in length 

1425.60 

855,40 

Empty Container includ'mq ICD i^rnptv container 



Not Exceeding 20' in length 

149.70 

89.85 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 4fi’ in length 

224,55 

134.80 

Over 40' in length 

299,40 

179.70 


S ECTION - V 


CHARGES FOR HANDLING HATCHCOVERS OF VESSELS 


Particulars 

Foreign-going : 

Coastal 


(in US$) 

(in Rs.) 

Opening hatchcover and replacing it (charge per 
hatchcover) 



A, ’Without placing the hatchcover on the quay 

19.63 

513.25 

B. When placing the hatchcover on the quay 

49.07 

1283 05 


SECTION - VI 


CHARGES FOR SHIFTING OF CONTAINERS WITHIN VESSELS (RESTOWS) [FULL 
CONTAINER LOAD AND EMPTY CONTAINER] 


Particulars 


Foreign-going 
(in US$) 

Coastal I 

(in Rs.) 1 

A. Shifting containers within the vessel 
i move) 

(per 


! 

Not Exceeding 20' in length 


32,71 1 

855,35 

I Exceeding 20' and upto 40' in length 


49.06 

1283,05 : 

; Over 40' in length 

i 

1 65.42 1 

1710.70 : 

B. Other than (A) 


i 1 


Not Exceeding 20’ in length 


72.78 

1903.20 

: Exceeding 20' and upto 40’ in length 


1 109.1/ 

2854.80 ; 

! 

I Over 40’ in length 


145.56 

3806.40 I 

_I 
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SECTION - vn 


7. REEFER RELATED CHARGES 


Particulars 

Foreign-going 
(in US$) 

Coastal 
(in Rs.) 

A. Charges for supply of electricity, reefer 
Monitoring and Connoction/disconnectlon {per 4 
hours/or part thereof) 

[For Laden and Empty] 



Not Exceeding 20’ in length 

3.81 

166.10 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

5.72 

249.15 

Over 40’ in length 

7.62 

332.20 

B. Pre-Trip inspection (including supply or 
electricity) 

50.00 ^ 

2426.15 

C. Cleaning of containers [For Laden and 
Empty] 



Not Exceeding 20’ in length 

2.00 

97.05 

Exceeding 20’ and upto 40’ in length 

4.00 

194.10 

Over 40’ in length 

6.00 

291.15 


Notes: 

(1) . Above tariff does not include parameter setting or repair and maintenance of malfunctioning 

reefers. 

(2) . Pre-trip inspection of the reefer containers, and cleaning of containers are optional services 

and shall be rendered when requested by user. 

(3) . The charges prescribed abovq are also applicable to restow reefer containers. 


SECTION - VIII 


8. STORAGE CHARGES 


Particular 

Rate per container per day or part thereof 


Foreign-going (in US$) 

Coastal (in Rs.) i 

———i 


Container 

not 

exceeding 

20 feet in 
length 

Container 

exceeding 

20 feet in . 
length and 
upto 40 
feet length 

Container 

exceeding 

40 feet in 
length and 
upto 45 
feet length 

Container 

not 

exceeding 

20 feet in 
length 

Container 

exceeding 

20 feet in 
length and 
upto 40 
feet length 

Container 

exceeding 

40 feet in 
length and 
upto 45 
feet length 

Laden container 







i) First 7 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

riavs 

5.40 

10.80 

16.20 

235.35 

470.70 

706.00 


10.80 

21.60 

32.40 


941.30 

1411.95 

iv) Thereafter 

21.60 

43.20 

64.80 

941.35 

1882.70 
















— - 

i) First 3 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


in 4-10 davs 

5.40 

10.80 

16.20 

235.35 

470.70 

-; ' 



10.80 

21.60 

32.40 

470.65 



' - 

iv) Thereafter 

21.60 

43.20 

64.80 

941.35 

1882.70 

2824.Ub 






— 

— 
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Particuiar 

--- 

Rate per container per day or part thereof 



Foreign-going (in 

. 

US$) 

Coastal (m Rs 



Container i Contaii^er 

Container 

C-ontaine-r 

Comibner 

Container 

i 

not 

fexceeding 

exceeding 

not 


exceeding 

1 

1 

exceecimg 

20 feel in 

40 feet in 

exceeding 

20 

40 feet in 

1 

1 

20 feet in 

length and 

length and 

20 fsftt in 

iongth find 

length and 

1 

iengtSs 

upto 40 

upto 45 

length 

upte 40 

uptG 45 



feet length 

feet length 


i'set length 

feet length 

Transfiiprnent 







coniblner - 







_Ladon 







i) First 30 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 

ji) 31-45 days 

10,SO 

21.60 

32.40 

470.65. 

’94i'30' 

1411.Q5 

iii) Thereafter 

16.20 

32 40“ 

^ 43.60 

706.00 

1412.00 

2l'l8.00 

u .... I .. 






Transhipment 





^ .. 


container 







EHJIV _ .j 







_i) First i 5 days 

Free 

Free 

Free 

Free 


Free 

ii) 16-30 days 

10.30 

21.60 

32.40 

47Q.65 ; 94130 

1411,35 

iii) Tiiareaftor 

_1)120_ 

32.40 

48.60 

706.00 

1412.00 

2Yis,00 


Notes: 


(a) . Storage period fer an import container shall be reckoned from the dav following the 

day of landing upto the day of loading / delivery / removal of contsinGr. 

(b) . Storage period for export container starts from the date containers enters the 

terminal. 

(2) . For the purpose of calculation of free period Customs notified holidays and terminal's non* 

working days sna!! hs excluded, 

(3) . Transhipment contaiiiers whose status is subsequently changed to local FCL/LCL/ICD shall 

lose the concessional storage charges. The storage charges for such containers shall be 
recovered at par with the relevant import containers storage tariff, 

(4) . Normal import containers subsequently changing the mode of dispatch to ran wT enjoy the 

free period applicable to normal import containers only. 

(5) . The total storage period for a shutout container shall be calculated from the day following 

the day when the container has become shutout till the day of Shipment / delivery 

(6) . Fur over high and over dimensional containers, the storage charge shall be based on the 

actual number of ground slots the respective container occupies under the respective slab 
3 s given above, 

(7) . For hazardous container, the storage charges shall be 25% more under the respective slab 

as given above 

(8) . Trie users will no? have to pay storage charges for the period during which IGTPL is not in a 

position to deliver/ ship the containers when requested by the users. 

(9) . The storage charges on abandoned FCL container / shipper ov/ned containers shall be 

levied upto the date of receipt of intimation of abandonment in writing or 75 days from the 
. day of landing of the container, whichever is earlier subject to the following conditions: 


■Siic, 4) 


The consignee can issue a letter of abandonment at any time 












[Mr!Ill-~T9^4] HRcf :'3TOMTW _ , _; 

(ii). if the consignee chooses not to issue such letter of abandonment, the container 
Agent / MLO can also issue abandonment letter subject to the condition that, 

(a) . the Line shall resume custody of container along with cargo and either take 

back it or remove it from the port premises; and 

(b) . the line shall pay all port charges accrued on the cargo and container 

before resuming custody of the container. 

{iii). The container Agent / MLO shall observe the necessary formalities and bear the 
cost of transportation and destuffing. In case of their failure to »^ke such action 
withrn the stipulated period, the storage charge on container shall be continued to 
be levied till such time all necessary actions are taken by the shipping lines for 
destuffing the cargo. 

(iv). Where the container is seized / confiscated by the Custom Authorities and the same 
cannot be destuffed within the prescribed time limit of 75 days, the storage charges 
will cease to apoly from the day the Custom order release of the cargo subject to 
lines observing the necessary formalities and bearing the cost of transportation and 
destuffing Otherwise, seized / confiscated containers should be removed by the 
line/ consignee from the port premises to the Customs bonded area and in that case 
the storage charge .shall cease to apply from the day of such removal. 


SECTION - IX 


9. MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES 


Si. 

Particulars* 

Rate per Container (in Rs.) 

No. 


Not 

exceeding 

20 ’ in length 

Exceeding 20’ 
in length and 
upto 40’ in 
length 

0 ). 

Fixing/ removal of seal 

200 

200 

(ii). 

Additional service charge for stacking 
containers in the designated yard for customs 
examination or for any other purpose, by prior 
arranqement. 

200 

300 

(iii). 

Charges for shifting within the Terminal for 
customs examination or any other purpose and 
subsequent loading of containers for delivery 
with Prior arranqement with user. 

1875 

2813 

(iv). 

POD Change 

2500 

3750 

(v). 

Change of status of Container 

2500 

3750 

(Vi). 

Fixing/removal of Hazardous Sticker (per 
container) 

200 

200 

(vli). 

One Door Open Charges( per container) 

1000 

1000 

(viii). 

Cancellation of documents (per EIR) 

100 

100 

(lx). 

Non-declaration / Mis declaration of Hazardous 
containers 

3000 

3000 

(X). 

On- Wheel Customs inspection (per container) 

600 

600 

(xl). 

Sending Containers survey report/Photo at Gate 
through electronic process (per container) 

400 

400 


Notes: 

(1) . Cancellation charges applies when EIR is cancelled at the request of customers. 

(2) "One Door Open" charge is applicable for handling container which requires only one door 
to be kept open (e.g. Onion) and when door opening and securing is carried by the terminal. 
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of Seal” - Bottle seals shall be fixed on every container arriving at the terminal - by 
- ail /road/sea without a proper bottle sea! on it, prior to allowing its entry. This shall be done 
without the written consent of the shipping line. The list of such containers on which a seal is 
oif'xed by. the tennina! shall be intimated to the lines Seal charges will be applicable for 
'■eiTiOval of seals also 

Tixing / reir^oval of Hazardous Sticker” - Hazardous stickers indicating IMCO class only 
shall be affixed on a container carrying hazardous cargo SirniL^rly old stickers on the 
..'ontainer shall be removed from a container carrying non-hozardcus cargo In either case, 
the customer has to intimate in writing to IGTPL to undertake the said aciivity withm the 
terminal. 

On-Wheef Customc inspection - The on-wheel inspection of a concjiner shaii be ailowed at 
the nominated point only, on the written request of the customer. The container doors can 
be opened only under customs supervision. No stuffing/ destuffing, ever-, paitially shall be 
perm'tted within the terminal premises. 

Non- Declaration ' Mis-declaration of Hazardous container- Tbs Custom.er hioc to declare 
mo hazardous nature of the cargo as per the IMCO rules and furmsn Ihe relevjnl hazardous 
oetaiis to IGTPL The above charges are only for non-declaration/mis-declaration of the 
i”i£zardous nature of the container. The liabilities and cost tow^ards the consequences arisiriq 
auG to non deciaration or mis-deciaration shall, however, be on rne custorofOG account. 




[tinted by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri, New Delhi- 1 10064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 







